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Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
AT RICHMOND. 
Record No. 2479 
L· 
'. I 
TEMPLE OVERTON CAMPBELL 
versus 
THIRD DISTRICT COMMITTE,E OF THE VIRGINIA 
. STATE BAR. 
To the Honorable Judges of the Suprerne Court of Appeals 
of Virginia: 
Your petitioner, Temple Overton Campbell, respectfully 
represents that he is aggrieved by a final judgment entered 
on March 13, 1941, by the Law and Equity Court, Part IT, 
of the City of Richmond, sitting with three judges under the 
provisions of Section 3424 of the Code of Virginia, in a pro-
ceeding brought by the Virginia State Bar against your pe-
titioner under Rule 13 of the Rules For Integration of the 
Virginia State Bar, by which judgment the license of your 
petitioner to practice la.w was suspended for a period of ten 
years from the date of said judgment. 
The proceeding was heard on the complaint of the Third 
District Committee of the Virginia State Bar, on the order of 
the Law and Equity ·Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, 
on the order of the Chief Justice of this Honorable Court, on 
the exhibits filed with said complaint, on prior orders of said 
Law and Equity Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, sit-
ting with three judges as aforesaid, on your petitioner's an-
swer to said complaint, on the testimony of witnesses and on 
the exhibits filed therewith. A true transcript of the record 
of said proceeding, made up and certified as in actions at 
law, accompanies this petition as a part hereof. 
2 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Your petitioner respectfully represents that, from his 
standpoint, the record in the proceeding shows the following 
facts: 
2* 
Your petitioner was admitted to the bar about twenty years 
ago, and has practiced law in Richmond ever since. In the 
early part of 1928, while he was drinking heavily, he met and 
immediately entered into illicit relations with Mrs. Myrtice 
Sprinkle, whose husband had deserted her some four years 
before. Your petitioner's only reason for alluding to this is 
because it is already in the record and throws light on the 
origin of the whole proceeding. Your petitioner continued to 
live with Mrs. Sprinkle, :finally marrying her on October 20, 
1930, in order to make respectable their relations which had 
been quite otherwise prior to that time. In the meanwhile, 
Mrs. Sprinkle's husband had obtained a divorce from her in 
the Court of Common Pleas for Clinton County, Ohio, on Octo-
ber 5th, 1928, on the grounds of wilful absence for more than 
three years. Your petitioner, in order that there might be 
no question as to the validity of the Ohio divorce, advised 
Mrs. Sprinkle to obtain a divorce in Virginia, and on January 
28, 1930, as her attorney, filed a divorce bill for her in the 
Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond against 
her husband on the grounds of desertion, and later obtained 
a divorce for her in that suit on those grounds. While the 
bill did allege that Mrs. Sprinkle "has always been" a true 
and faithful wife, etc., there was no intention to deceive the 
Court by the use of the word ''has''; and in the depositions 
the past tense was used, clearly showing that the witnesses 
sought to convey the idea that while living with her husband 
she had been a true and faithful wife, and that in spite of 
that he deserted her. Through innocent error, however, your 
petitioner failed to conform to the requirements of the law in 
respect to the taking of the depositions, in that he took them 
prematurely after the execution of the order of publication. 
Your petitioner and his wife then continued to live together 
in comparative peace and happiness, he treating her kindly 
and *considerately and providing for her in accordance 
3* with his means for a number of years. He had every con-
fidence in her to such an extent that real estate purchased 
bv him was ta.ken in her name in the faith that their mar-
riage would be· an enduring one so that if anything should 
happen to him she would be provided for. But this period of 
comparative peace and happiness did not last. A few years 
ago their relations became strained and bitter towards each 
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other, and especially in regard to your petitioner's property 
which had been put in her name as above mentioned. Finally, 
their relations became so acrimonious and bitter that there 
were personal altercations between them and they were put 
under peace bonds by the Juvenile and Domestic Relations 
Court of the City of Richmond. Both were now worked up 
to such a state of distraction and frenzied hatred and malice 
towards each other that your petitioner, on his part, sought 
to annul their marriage, and she to destroy him as a lawyer,-
things neither would have thought of in their calmer days. 
Coming upon certain letters addressed to your petitioner, 
which she deemed incriminating, and which she managed to 
obtain possession of by reason of being your petitioner's wife, 
she caused them to be turned over to the Third District Com-
mittee of the Virginia State Bar, and upon the basis of those 
letters filed the complaint against your petitioner before said 
Committee. 
After hearing Mrs. Campbell's complaint and taking evi-
dence thereon, the Third District Committee of the Virginia 
State Bar formulated and preferred the complaint against 
your petitioner which was heard in the Court below, and upon 
which the judgment complained of was rendered. The charges 
in the complaint were, in brief: (1) That your petitioner 
had solicited legal business through Naomi Pagels, and col-
luded with her to obtain divorces in Hustings Court, Part II, 
of the City of Richmond, for non-resident complainants; (2) 
That eyour petitioner had obtained in said Court a divorce 
4 * for Hazel Dixon, a non-resident complainant, knowing her 
to be a non-resident; (3) That your petitioner had ob-
tained in said Court a divorce for William M. Campbell, a 
non-resident complainant, knowing him to be a non-resident; 
( 4) That your petitioner had brought an annulment suit 
against his wife in the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, 
on the ground that the divorce wl1ich he had obtained for her 
was invalid; and ( 5) That your petitioner had testified before 
said Committee that he had lived in adultery with his wife 
before he married her. 
The lower Court acquitted your petitioner of all the above 
charges except the third, that is to say, the charge in regard 
to the divorce for William M. Campbell, upon which it found 
your petitioner guilty. In addition to that, the lower Court 
convicted your petitioner of (1/fl, offense with which he had not 
been charged,-it convicted him of defrauding the Court in 
the divorce suit hereinbef ore mentioned for Mrs. Myrtice 
Sprinkle, who later became his wife, on the ground that he 
alleged in the bill that she had been a . proper wife, when, 
-, 
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according to his own testimony, he had been living in adultery 
with her for a year. In both of these findings of guilt your 
petitioner respectfully submits that the Court erred. 
ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR. 
Various objections were made by your petitioner in the 
course of the trial and exceptions taken to those rulings of 
the Court thereon which were adverse to him, all as shown 
by the trfµlscript of the record, and all of which adverse rul-
ings your petitioner here assigns as errors prejudicial to him. 
Your petitioner will content himself now with pointing out 
here those which, in his judgment, were most prejudicial to 
him. They are as follows: 
5*' •1. The refusal of the Court to sustain your petitioner's 
motion to strike all specifications of the complaint save 
that of solicitation. Record, pp. 244-249. 
2. Admission in evidence of letter of September 10, 1938, 
from Wm. M. Campbell to C. 0. Campbell (T. 0. Campbell). 
Record, pp. 253-255, 328. . 
3. Admission in evidence of snit papers in suit of '' Pagels 
v. Pagels''. Record, pp. 290-294. 
4. Exclusion from evidence of question to Charles R. Purdy, 
Clerk of Hustings Court, Part II, of City of Richmond, in 
respect to conduct of petitioner in that Court. Record, pp. 
304-306. 
5. Admission in evidence of various suit papers in suit~ 
in Hustings Court, Part II, of City of Richmond. Record, 
pp. 310, 312. 
6. Action of Court in permitting wife of petitioner to testify 
against him. Record, pp. 346, 347, 349, 351. 
7. Admission in evidence of letter of Nov. 13, 1938, of Hazel 
L. Dixon to T. 0. Campbell. Record, pp. 349, 359, 362. 
8. Admission in evidence of voting record in Trenton, N. J., 
of Hazel L. Dixon. Record, pp. 363, 364. 
9. Admission of testimony of R. E. Booker in regard to 
his findings in directories in Trenton, N. J., and Richmond, 
,Va., and in respect to contents of government records. Record, 
pp. 364, 365, 366. 
10. Refusal of Court to admit in evidence letter of Myrtire 
Campbell to Judge Frank T. Sutton, Jr. Record, pp. 412, 
413. 
6* *11. Exclusion from the evidence of answer of Myrtice 
Campbell to question propounded by petitioner's coun-
sel. Record, pp. 413, 415. 
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12. Judgment of the Court in finding your petitioner guilty 
and imposing sentence in that: The judgment in neither 
"Campbell v. Campbell" nor'' Sprvnkle v. Sprinkle" was sup-
ported by evidence, and in the latter case (a) unsound a.s 
a proposition of law, (b) not included in the charge in the 
complaint. 
These various assignments of error will be argued at length 
and authorities therefor will be cited in a brief later to be 
filed. 
EXHIBIT "D" WITH COMPLAINT. 
There was filed as Exhibit "D" with the complaint be-
fore the lower Court a transcript of the proceedings had be-
fore the Third District Committee of the Virginia State Bar, 
consisting of 207 typewritten pages, but whieh is not a part 
of the evidence. Record, pp. 17-224. Your petitioner prays 
that he be spared the expense of having that irrelevant mass 
of matter included in the printed record, and that the original 
exhibit be brought up, if needs be, by certiorari or some other 
way agreeable to the Court. 
Your petitioner, therefore, prays that be be granted an 
appeal, which he is advised he is entitled to of right, and that 
he be further gTanted a suversedeas, and that, for the errors 
above set out and others to be assigned at bar, the judgment 
complained of be reversed. 
7* *Your petitioner further avers that on June 10, 1941, 
and before this petition for appeal was presented to a 
Judge in vacation, or to the Court in term, or filed with 
the Clerk of the Court, a copy hereof was delivered to the 
Hon. T. Gray Haddon, Commonwealth's Attorney of the City 
of Richmond, of opposing counsel to your petitioner, repre-
senting the Virginia State Bar in the trial Court. 
Respectfully submitted, 
TEMPLE OVERTON CAMPBELL, 
by Counsel. 
ROBERT T. WINSTON, 
Counsel for Petitioner. 
I, Robert T. Winston, an attorney practicing in the 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia, do certify that in my 
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opinion it is proper that the judgment complained of should 
be reviewed by the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia. 
ROBERT T. WINSTON. 
Received June 10, 1941. 
M. B. W. 
Writ of error granted and supersedeas awarded. Bond, 
$300.00. · 
GEORGE L. HROWNING. 
6-17-41. 
Received June 17, 1941. 
M. B. WATT.S, Clerk. 
RECORD 
VIRGINIA.: 
Pleas before the Honorable Frank T. Sutton, Jr., .Judge 
of the Law and Equity Court of the City of Richmond, 
Part Two, and the Honorable Richard T. Wilson, Judge of 
the Hustings Court of the City of Petersburg, ancl the 
Honorable Robert vV. Arnold, Judge of the Third Judicial 
Circuit, the latter two sitting by designation of the Honor-
able Preston W. Campbell, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia. 
Be it remembered that hereto£ ore, to-wit: At a Law and 
Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, held for 
the said City at the Courtroom thereof in the City Hall: 
Came the Third District Committee of Virginia State Bar and 
filed its complaint together with exhibits '' A", "A(l) ", "B ", 
'' C '' and '' D'' which complaint and exhibits are in the words 
and figures following to-wit: 
'' Virginia : 
In the Law and Equity Court of the City of Richmond, 
Part Two. 
To the Honorable Frank T. Sutton, Jr., Judge of said Court: 
The undersigned hereby make complaint against Temple 
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Overton Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. Campbell, a 
licensed attorney practising law in the City of Richmond, 
Virginia, of unlawful, dishonest, unworthy, corrupt, and un-
professional conduct on his part in that at a hearing before 
the Third District Committee of the Virginia State Bar held 
pursuant to Rule 13 of the Rules for the Integration of the 
:Virginia State Bar adopted and promulgated by the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia on October 21, 1938, 
page 2 ~ the said T. 0. Campbell was given no~ice to appear 
before the said committee on the 20th day of Octo-
ber, 1939. Pursuant to such notice the said T. 0. Campbell 
appeared and was represented by counsel McO. G. Finnigan. 
On the last mentioned date the Third District Committee 
conducted a hearing on certain charges made against the 
said T. 0. Campbell, the bases of which are set forth in a 
notice marked Exhibit ''A" and attached hereto and prayed 
to be read and considered as a part hereof as fully as if set 
forth herein. 
At another date, to-wit, November 14, 1939, at the request 
of the said T. 0. Campbell, the said committee met to hear 
and consider further evidence which he desired introduced 
on his behalf. From the testimony of witnesses and from 
documentary evidence in the form of a letter dated August 
31, 1938, addressed to T. 0. Campbell and signed "Mrs. 
Naomi Pagels, 221 Union Street, Trenton, New Jersey", a 
copy of which is :filed herewith marked Exhibit "A(l) ", it 
appeared that the said T. 0. Campbell in the year 1938 had 
one Naomi :M:. Pagels of Trenton, New Jersey, acting as a 
solicitor of legal business for him and that an arrangement 
was had between the said T. 0. Campbell and the said Naomi 
M. Pagels by which he, the said Campbell, divided fees col-
lected by him for legal services with the said Naomi M. Pagels 
for such solicitation, the said Naomi Pagels not being a 
lawyer. 
It further appeared that the said T. 0. Campbell colluded 
with the said Naomi M. Pagels to represent non-residents 
of the Commonwealth of Virginia, obtaining invalid divorces 
for such non-residents in Hustings Court Part II of the City 
of Richmond, Virginia, and further colluded with 
page 3 ~ such non-residents to perpetrate a fraud upon said 
Hustings Court Part II. Specifically it appeared 
to the undersigned 
(1) That the said T. 0. Campbell acted as counsel for 
one Hazel Dixon, a. resident of Trenton, New Jersey, who 
was known to him to be a non-resident of the State of Virginia, 
and filed a suit on her behalf and obtained a divorce for her 
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in Hustings Court Part II from her husband, William H. 
Dixon. Said suit was filed on November 8, 1938, there being 
introduced in evidence before the committee a letter dated 
November 14, 1938, addressed to T. 0. Campbell, 1211 Am-
herst A venue, Richmond, Virginia, signed by Hazel L. Dixon, 
from which it plainly appears that she, the said Hazel L. 
Dixon, was not_ in fact a bona fide resident of the State of 
Virginia, a copy of which letter is filed herewith as Exhibit 
·'B". . : . 
(2) That the said T. 0. Campbell acted as counsel for one 
William M. Campbell, 198 Brunswick Avenue, Trenton, New 
Jersey, who was known, or should have been known, by said 
T. 0. Campbell to be a non-resident of Virginia. Notwith-
standing the foregoing, the said ·T. 0. Campbell on behalf of 
William M. Campbell filed suit and obtained a divorce for 
the said William M. Campbell in Hustings Court Part II. 
Said suit was filed September 20, 1938, and a copy of a 
letter from the said William Campbell to T. 0. Campbell 
dated September 10, 1938, is :filed herewith as Exhibit "·0". 
In addition to the foreg·oing, it appeared to the undersigned 
committee that the said T. 0. Campbell also acted as attorney 
for one Myrtice Springle in 1930 and obtained for her a 
divorce from her non-resident husband, '\Villiam V. Springle, 
in Hustings Court Part II, Richmond, Virginia. 
page 4 r Thereafter the said T. 0. Campbell married the 
said Myrtice S.pringle in October, 1930, and they 
lived together as husband and wife until some time during 
the year 1939. On .August 19, 1939, the said T. 0. Campbell 
filed a petition against the said Myrtice Springle Campbell 
in the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, pray-
ing for an annulment of his marriag-e to the said Myrtice 
Springle Campbell and setting out as one of his reasons for 
such request the following: "This complainant showeth unto 
your Honor that the depositions in the cause of Myd-ice 
Springle against William V. Springle in the Hustings Comi 
Part II were taken in contravention of statute, that is to say, 
thirty-nine days after the date of the entry of the order of 
publication, and that said divorce l1etween Myrtice Springle 
and William V. Springle is null and void, that the marriage 
between your complainant and the defendant, which your 
complainant at the time thought to be legal, is null and void 
* * ~ , '' which conduct on the part of the said T. 0. Camp-
bell in the opinion of the undersigned constituted unprofes-
sional and unworthy conduct. 
In addition to the foregoing, at the hearing before the 
unclersig·ned committee lmd on October 20, 1939, the said 
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T. 0. Campbell stated under oath that he had lived in adultery 
with the said Myrtice Springle in the year 1929 and prior to 
his supposed marriage, all of which conduct in the opinion 
of the undersigned constitutes unprofessional, unlawful, dis-
honest and unworthy conduct. 
A copy of the report of the proceedings of the Third Dis-
trict Committee is attached hereto as Exhibit ''D'' and prayed 
to be read and considered a part _hereof as fully as 
page 5 r if set forth herein. 
The undersigned pray that this court forthwith 
issue a rule against the said T. 0. Campbell, a licensed at-
torney, to show cause if any he can why his license to practice 
law should not be revoked or suspended or other disciplinary 
action be taken against him; that a court of three judges be 
· convened in the manner proscribed by law to hear and ·decide· 
the cha.rges set forth against the said T. 0. Campbell in 
this complaint, and that the license of Temple Overton Camp-
bell, sometimes known as T. 0. Campbell, a licensed attor-
ney, be revoked or suspended for such time as the court may 
prescribe, or other disciplinary action taken. 
Respectfully submitted, 
THIRD DISTRICT COMMITTEE OF THE 
VIRGINIA STATE BAR, 
By STUART G. CHRISTIAN, 
,J. VAUGHAN GARY, 
LEROY R. COHEN, JR., 
J. ALFRED TYLER. 
State of Virginia, 
City of Richmond, to-wit: 
I, Julia D. Martin, a Notary Public for the City afore-
said in the State of Virgfoia, do certify that Stuart G. Chris-
tian, Chairman of the Third District Committee, Virginia 
State Bar, personally appeared before me in my City afore-
said and made oath that the statements contained in the fore-
g·oing complaint are true to the best of his knowledge and 
belief. 
GIVEN under my hand this 12th day of December, 1940. 
page 6 r JULIA D. MARTIN, 
Notary Public. 
:M:y commission expires January 9th, 1943. 
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EXHIBIT ''A''. 
In Re: T. 0. Campbell, a licensed attorney practicing in the 
City of Richmond, Va. 
NOTICE AND ·wRITTEN COMPLAINT. 
To: T. 0. Camp~ell, American Building, Richmond, Va. 
WHEREAS, a complaint of unprofessional conduct on your 
part has been received by the Third District Committee of 
the Virginia State Bar, and WHEREAS, the said Commit-
tee is of the opinion that the said complaint justifies and 
requires further investigation: 
NOW, THEREFORE, you are hereby notified, in pursuance 
of the provisions of Rule 13 of the Rules for the Integration 
of the Virginia State Bar, that on the 20th day of Oct., 
1939, at Non-jury Courtroom, P .. 0. Bldg., Richmond, ;\Tir-
ginia, at 2 :00 P. M., a hearing will be had on the said com-
plaint which the said Committee has ca.used to be reduced 
to writing, and which is as follows : 
Complaint of Myrtice Campbell that she consulted you 
some years ago nnd informed you that her husband had ob-
tained a divorce from her in Ohio; that you advised her to 
file divorce proceedings in Virginia to make certain of sever-
ance of marital ties. You were employed, filed a suit, and 
obtained a divorce for her. Thereafter you married said 
Myrtice Campbell. You ba.ve recently instituted suit against 
Myrtice Campbell in Circuit Court of the City of Richmond 
asking for annulment of the aforesaid marriage and set-
ting forth that divorce which you obtained for her was not 
legal. 
You have also connived with Naomi May Pagels, and 
William M. Campbell, in perpetrating a fraud on Hustings 
Court Part Two of the City of Richmond, Vir-
page 8 ~ ginia, and the commission of perjury in that the 
persons above named alleged under oath that they 
had been bona fide residents of the State of Virginia for 
more than one year next preceding the institution of divorce 
proceedings in which they were plaintiffs, and further that 
you arranged with Naomi Pagels to solicit non-residents of 
Virginia to employ you in divorce suits, you agreeing to 
pay for such solicitation a part of your fee. 
At the aforesaid time and place you are privileged to ap-
pear in person and to be represented by counsel, if desired, 
and produce by summons or otherwise such testimony as you 
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may care to offer. Subpoenas for such witnesses as you 
may care to summon will be issued to you upon application. 
GIVEN UNDER MY HAND this 2nd day of October, 1939. 
THIRD DISTRICT COMMITTEE, 
VIRGINIA .STATE BAR, 





EX1IIBIT '' .A.( 1) ''. 
Trenton, N. J., 
Aug. 31-38. 
I am writing in regards to a divorce for a friend of mine, 
his name also is Mr. Gampbell. Now I told him it would cost 
$100.00 dollars. That will be $85.00 for you and will you be 
kind enough to return $15.00 to me as that will be my fee. 
I hope that anyone I send to you will not know that I am 
not making on it, and I also have another one that wants 
to come down next month, and I also told her it was the 
same price. I tell everyone that you charge $100.00, but 
you will understand you are to get $85.00 and send me $15.00 
on every case. That is, if you care to handle them. Please 
be kind enough to answer by return mail as this man will 
be here Saturday to see the letter, so anything personal to 
me write on other paper. 
Thanking you in advance. 
page 10} 
Mr. T. 0. Campbell 
1211 Amherst Ave. 
Richmond, Va. 
Dear Mr. Campbell: 
MRS. NAOMI PAGELS. 
221 Union St., 
Trenton, N. Y. 
EXHIBIT ''B''. 
Trenton, N. J. 
Nov. 14, 1938, 
after 6 :00 P. M. 
As yet, the papers which you sent Friday have not been 
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received. If you sent them registered mail, as per our under-
standing, kindly get in touch with the Richmond Post-Office 
and have them start a tracer immediately. It seems a very 
strange thing that this mail is not coming thru ; the loss of 
one letter can be readily understood, but when three letters 
are missing, among them a registered letter, it is evident that 
the mail is not even arriving in Trenton. Are you sure you 
have the correct address in your file, namely: Wm. M. Camp-
bell, 198 Brunswick Ave., Trenton, N. J. Of course, we did 
check the address with you and inasmuch as you had a re-
turn address on the envelopes, that thoroughly covers that 
angle. The next possibility is that they were not mailed. 
Did you mail the letters yourself or were they entrusted to 
the care of someone else Y 
As I am employed at the post-office here, I requested the 
registry department to let me know immediately upon re-
ceipt of that letter, particularly on account of the fact that 
the other two letters had not been received. That is why we 
are sure the letter has not arrived in Trenton and further-
more, you yourself realize that no one can obtain a regis-
tered letter but the person to whom it has been sent. 
Therefore, there is no doubt in my mind that the trouble 
lies in Richmond. 
page 11 ~ Will you kindly start a tracer immediately as 
Mr. Campbell is quite anxious about the papers 
and I feel that we have checked everything we can at this 
end. If the letter does arrive we will let you know by re-
turn mail and of course, you will have your receipt of de-
livery. Please address any further correspondence to my 
home as I can give it my prompt attention more so than 
· Mr. Campbell. 
Sincerely hoping you will give this matter your immediate 
attention, and thanking you for any inconvenience it may 
have caused you, I am 
Yours very truly, 
Mrs. Hazel L. Dixon 
305 Johnson Ave. 
Trenton, N. J. 
HAZEL L. DIXON. 
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page 12 r EXHIBIT ''C''. 
Mr. C. 0. Campbell, 
1211 Amherst A venue, 
Richmond, Virginia. 
Dear Sir: 
198 Brunswick A venue, 
Trenton, New Jersey, 
September 10, 1938. 
I am writing in reference to your recent letter to Mrs. 
Passo of Union Street in this city in answer to my inquiry 
regarding a divorce in your state. I telepl1oned your home 
this morning to make an appointment with you but learned 
y-0u would not return until the middle of the week. Would 
it be possible for you to see me on Sunday, September 18 
or September 25. If you will write me and let me know 
the best possible time to see you, I will make my arrange-
ments accordingly and will wire you verifying the appoint-
ment and the approximate time of my arrival. Sunday is the 
best day for me, but if that is not convenient, I will try 
to make some other arrangements. 
I have been separated since February, 1937, at which time 
I left my wife and child, although I continued to support 
them. Eleven months later my wife turned the boy over to 
me, saying she did not see why she should he tied down 
with a child while I was free to do as I pleased. I have 
had full custody of the child since that time, and she has 
made no effort to get him back, although she does visit him 
occasionally at the home where he is boarding. I learned 
indirectly that she obtained a position in New York State 
and left New Jersey a few weeks ago. I stopped snpportin~ 
her after she obtained a position, which was last March, al-
though, of course, I took care of the baby who is now a little 
over two years of age. 
page 13 r I realized that the desertion was on my part 
but she gave up the baby of her own free will. l\fy 
idea is to sue on adultery, if possible, because I know she 
is guilty of that offense. A few months ago I consulted a 
lawver in this town and he would have started suit for me 
on adultery but for the fact that I could not name the hotel 
at which my wife and this man had stayed. He did say 
I seem to have a very good case but needed that one thing·. 
wife was r 0 nant 1rou h a man wh had b O'Oing 
WI~~- This g'll' came to me an . 
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me about it, also tl1at she would prove it to me, which she 
did. The man went to this old girl friend and asked her to 
help him out, which she did. She made an appointment 
with a certain midwife in town as he told her he had a 
young kid in trouble, and then at the appointed time she 
waited nearby to see who. he brought to the midwife. After 
:finding out it was my wife, she told me about it. The girl 
friend and I went to the midwife a week later and told the 
midwife that my wife was very sick and asked what she 
was going to do about it. She immediately said, "Take me 
to her'', but I made some excuse about having to leave town 
that evening, so althoug·h doubtful, she gave me some pills 
to give my wife. I left and returned the next day to the mid-
wife's home and told her my wife was all right, and there 
was nothing to worry about now. I later accused my wife 
and she admitted the whole thing and said they had been 
drinking. Naturally, I would prefer using these facts and 
suing on adultery, if possible, as this is the thing of which 
she is guilty. I realize this is very confidential and although 
Mrs. Passo said she would write to you, I decided 
page 14 r I would rather contact you direct. If you will let 
me know at your earliest convenience just when 
you will be able to see me, I will come at that time, if possible. 
I suggest that you wire me collect if you can see me this 
week-end. Otherwise, send a reply by air mail. Is there any 
particular information, such as dates, and so forth, that I 
will need? Kindly let me know so I can bring them along 
at the same time. 
Regarding the cost of such a case ( that is, of course, if you 
will consider taking it) just what would be required? Usually, 
as I understand it, a certain amount is required to start and 
the balance before going to Court. If you will let me know 
your requirements before I leave Trenton, then I will be 
better prepared to do business immediately if the cost is 
not too high. 
Hoping to see you at your earliest possible convenience, 
preferably this week-end, I am, 
Yours very truly, 
WILLIAM CAMPBELL. 
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page 15 t EXHIBIT ''D". 
REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE THIRD DIS-
TRICT COMMITTEE OF THE VIRGINIA STATE BAR 
IN THE COMPLAINT AGAINST T. 0. CAMPBELL, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW PRACTICING IN RICHMOND, 
VIRGINIA. 
On day of October, 1939, Mr. T. 0. Campbell was 
advised by registered mail that on October 20, 1939, the 
Third District Committee of the Virginia State Bar would 
hold a hearing of a complaint filed against him~ The said 
complaint alleged certain acts of unprofessional conduct on 
the part of the said T. 0. Campbell. Mr. Campbell appeared 
in person and was represented by counsel, McC. G. Finnigan, 
Esq. The investigation by the Third District Committee 
proceeded on the 20th and at the conclusion of the testimony 
the Committee decided to deliberate the matter further at 
its next meeting as to what would be done with the com-
plaint. 
A few days after Oct. 20, Mr. T. 0. Campbell communi-
cated with the Chairman of the Third District Committee 
and asked to be allowed to bring in some additional testi-
mony. This request was granted and on Nov. 14, 1939, a 
number of ,vitnesses testified before the Committee. At the 
conclusion of the hearing, there was a further general dis-
cussion by the Committee as to ,vhat action should Qe taken. 
It was decided that in view of the fact that anothet·. matter 
not related to the complaint upon which the above mentioned 
hearing had been held, had been brought to the notice of the · 
Committee, the committee would hold a hearing on the new 
complaint before disposing of the first complaint considered. 
At two later meetings of the Third District Committee, it 
was not possible to have a hearing on the new com-
page 16 ~ plaint. Accordingly, at a meeting of the full com-
mittee on March , 1940, the complaints heard 
on Oct. 20 and Nov. 14, 1939, were fully discussed and con-
sidered, and after due deliberation, it was unanimously de-
cided that the Third District Committee would file a com-
plaint against 1\fr. T. 0. Campbell in the Law and Equity 
Court, Part Two, of the City of Richmond, asking that Mr. 
Campbell's license to practice law be revoked, suspended, 
or other disciplinary action taken due to Mr. Oampbell 's 
unprofessional, unlawful, dishonest and unworthy conduct. 
And further that a stenographic transcript of the evidence 
given before the Committee, along with the Exhibits intro-
16 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
duced, be made a part of this report and filed with it in the 
Law and Equity Court, Part Two, of Richmond, Va. 
Respectfully submitted, 
STUART G. CHRISTIAN, 
Chairman, Third District Committee of 
Virginia State Bar. 
Pages 17 to 223, inclusive, Exhibit D. Original exhibit 
brought up.) 
page 224 ~ And on the same day to-wit: At a Law and 
Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, 
held the 16th day of December, 1940. 
In re: Complaint against Temple Overton Campbell, some-
times known as T. 0. Campbell, a licensed attorney prac-
ticing in the City of Richmond, Virginia. 
This day came the Third District Committee of the Vir-
ginia State Bar, duly constituted under '' The Rules for In-
tegration of the Virginia State Bar", and by leave of Court 
:filed its petition and report duly verified by affidavit, charging 
that Temple Overton Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. 
Campbell, a licensed attorney at law practicing in the City 
of Richmond, Virginia, has been guilty of unlawful, dishonest, 
unworthy, corrupt and unprofessional conduct on l1is part 
as an attorney at law, all as more fully set forth and shown 
in the report attached to said petition as a part thereof. 
Now, therefore, it appearing from a consideration of the 
said petition and report to be a proper case for a rule, it is 
ordered that the said Temple Overton Campbell, sometimes 
known as T. 0. Campbell, do appear at ten o'clock, a. m.,. 
on the 7th day of January, 1941, at the Courtroom of the 
Law and Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, 
Fourth Floor of the- City Hall, Richmond, Virginia, and show 
cause, if any he can, before a Court of th rec judges to he con-
stituted as the law prescribes, why his license to practice 
law should not be revoked or suspended. 
It is further ordered that an attested copy of this order 
be forthwith forwarded to the Honorable Preston "\V. Camp-
bell, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of A p-
page 225 ~ peals of Virginia, and anotl1er attested copy to 
T. Gray Haddon, Commonwealth's Attorney for 
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the City of Richmond, who shall appear at the hearing and 
prosecute this rule. 
It is further ordered that an attested copy of this order 
be forthwith served upon the said Temple Overton Camp-
bell, sometimes known as T. 0. Campbell. 
page 226 ~ And at another day to-wit: At a Law and 
Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, 
held the 23rd day of December, 1940. 
The following communication from the Honorable Preston 
W. Campbell, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Ap-
peals of Virginia, was this day received by the Clerk of this 
Court: 
''In the Matter of a Complaint against Temple Overton 
Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. Campbell, a Licensed 
Attorney at Law. 
To Whom it May Concern: 
Whereas complaint has been made against Temple Overton 
Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. Campbell, attorney at 
law, by tbe Third District Committee of the Virginia State 
Bar, to the effect that he has been guilty of unlawful, dis-
honest, unworthy, corrupt and unprofessional conduct as an 
attorney at law, and the Judge of the Law and Equity Court 
of the City of Richmond, Part Two, has issued a rule against 
the said Temple Overton Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. 
Campbell, returnable before the Law and Equity Court of the 
City of Richmond, Part Two, on the 7th day of ,January, 
1941, at 10 :00 o'clock, a. m.; (.· 
Now, therefore, I, Preston W. Campb ', Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court of Appeals of ,Virgi ·a, do hereby desig-
nate Honorable Richard T. Wilson and onorable Robert vV. 
Arnold to hear and decide the case in onjunction with Honor-
able Frank T. Sutton, .Jr., Judge of the Law and Equity 
Court of the City of Richmond, art Two; all of which is 
done by authority of section 342 of the Code of Virginia as 
amended Acts 1932, p. 138. 
Given under my hand this 18th day of December, 1940. 
page 227 ~ PRESTON W. CAMPBELL, 
Chief tT ustice, Supreme Court of 
Appeals of Virginia. 
18 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Copy to: 
Mr. Luther Libby, Clerk, 
Law and Equity Court of the City of 
Richmond, Part Two, 
Richmond, Virginia. 
Honorable Richard T. Wilson, 
Petersburg, Virginia. 
Honorable Robert W. Arnold, 
Waverly, Virginia. 
Temple Overton Campbell, Esq., sometimes 
known as T. 0. Campbell, 
Attorney at Law, 
Richmond, Virginia. 
Honorable Frank T. Sutton, Jr., 
City Hall, 
Richmond, Virginia.'' 
page 228 ~ And at another day to-wit: At a Law and 
Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, 
held the 7th day of January, 1941. 
It having been brought to the attention of the Judge of 
the Law and Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part 
Tw·o, that Temple Overton Campbell, sometimes known as 
T. 0. Campbell, an attorney practicing at the bar of this 
Court, has been guilty of unlawful, dishonest, unworthy, cor-
rupt and unprofessional conduct, the Judge of the said Court, 
on the 16th day of December, 1940, issued a rule requiring the 
said Temple Overton Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. 
Campbell, to appear before said Court at ten o'clock, a. m., 
on the 7th day of January, 1941, then and there to show 
cause, if any he can, why his license to practice law should 
not be suspended or revoked. 
And the fact of the issuance of such rule and the time and 
place of the hearing thereon having been certified to the 
Honorable Preston W. Campbell, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia, and the said Chief Justice 
having desip:nated the Honorable Richard T. Wilson, Judge 
of the Hustings Court of the City of Petersburg, and the 
Honorable Robert W. Arnold, Judge of the Third Judicial 
Circuit, to hear and decide the case upon the said rule in 
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conjunction with the Judge of the Law and Equity Court 
of the City of Richmond, Part Two, and it appearing that 
a certified copy of said rule was served upon the said Temple 
Overton Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0 .. Campbell, a 
reasonable time before this hearing, the Court, as above 
constituted, met on this 7th day of January, 1941, at the 
Courtroom of the Law and Equity Court of the 
page 229 r City of Richmond, Part Two, at ten o'clock, a. m., 
to consider of said matter. Thereupon came 
T. Gray Haddon, Attorney for the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia in the City of Richmond, and A. R. Bowles, Jr., and 
H. M. Pasco, designated by the Third District Committee 
of the Virginia State Bar to prosecute said Rule, and the said 
Temple Overton Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. Camp-
bell, in person, and by his attorney, Robert T. Winston, to 
def end said Rule. 
And it appearing that the defendant has not answered in 
writing or otherwise pleaded to the rule, on motion of the 
attorney for the Commonwealtl1 that the said defendant file 
with the Court his grounds of defense, it is ordered that the 
said Temple Overton Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. 
Campbell, do, on or before the 14th day of January, 1941, 
:file with the Court his answer to the rule or other pleadings 
stating in full the grounds of his defense. 
And it being further represented to the Court that the de-
fendant desires to take the depositions of witnesses beyond 
the confines of the Commonwealth of Virginia, he is per-
mitted to take such depositions not earlier than the 21st day 
of January, 1941, nor later than the 1st day of February, 
1941, unless this permission be enlarged by the Court. 
And it being represented by all parties interested that it 
will be convenient to try this case on the 12th day of March, 
1941, at ten o'clock, a. m., this case is continued until that 
time. 
page 230 r And at another day to-wit: At a Law and 
Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, 
held the 14th day of January, 1941. 
This day came Temple Overton Campbell, sometimes known 
as T. 0. Campbell, by attorney, and by leave of Court filed 
his answer to the rule heretofore issued against him. 
page 231 ~ Virginia : 
In the Law & Equity Court Part Two of the City of Richmond. 
20 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Third District Committee of the Virginia State Bar, Plaintiff, 
'V. 
Temple Overton Campbell, also known as T. 0. Campbell, 
Defendant. 
ANSWER. 
The answer of Temple Overton Campbell, also known as 
T. 0. Campbell, to a petition filed against him in the Law & 
Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, for answer 
thereto, or to so much thereof as he is advised it is material 
he should answer, answers and says, that he denies each and 
every allegation as set forth in said petition and prays for 
strict proof thereof . 
.And now having fully answered the said petition, this re-
spondent prays to be hence dismissed with his reasonable 
costs in his behalf expended. 
And your respondent will ever pray, etc. 
T. 0. CAMPBELL, 
also known as &c. Temple Overton Camp bell. 
ROBERT T. WINSTON, p. d. 
page 232 ~ And at another day to-wit: At a Law and 
Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, 
held the 12th day of March, 1941. 
Pursuant to adjournment had on the 7th day of January, 
1941, the defendant this day appeared in Court in person 
and by his attorney, R,obert T. Winston. And thereupon 
came also the petitioner specially represented by its attor-
ney, A. R.. Bowles, and came also T. Gray Haddon, Attorney 
for the Commonwealth, and prosecuted the rule heretofore 
issued in this case. And the evidence I1aving been partly 
heard, it is ordered that the further hearing of this case 




EX. NO. 3. 
Trenton, N. J., 
Jan. 6, 1941. 
I received a letter from l\frs. Sprague saying that you 
sent some kind of a paper to Naomi. I know that she did 
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not received any. I live with her and I know as much about 
her business as she does her self. And as far as selisting buis-
ness for you. I know that to be false. Naomi is a way and 
I do not know her adress as yet and I ·wish you all the luck 
in the world. 
Yours truly, 
NAOMI'S MOTHER, 
MRS. MAE ROSS, 
page 234 ~ EXHIBIT NO. 28. 
· Mercer County Board of Elections, 
221 Union St., 
Trenton, N. J. 
:Mercer County, State of New Jersey, ss: 
To all to whom these presents may come-GREETING: 
KNO,,T YE that we hnving inspected the files and records 
of our Mercer County Board of Elections and do find there 
remaining a certain duplicate Permanent Registration and 
Voting Record, in the words and figures following, to-wit: 
DUPLICATE PERMANENT REGISTRATION 
No. 78088. 
Name DIXON MRiS. HAZEL L. 
(Full Name, Middle Initials Only) 
Residence 305 J olmston Ave. 
(Street and house number) 
Exact Location: Apt. No ..... Room No ..... Floor No. 
. . . . Ward . . . . 9 . . . . District: City of Trenton: Township 
of Hamilton: Are yon twenty-one years of age or oved 
Yes. Are you a citizen of the United States Y Yes. ·wm 
you have resided in the State of New Jersey at least one year 
and in the County of Mercer at least five months immediately 
preceding the next general election f Yes. Are you Native 
Born Y Yes. Are you Naturalized Citizen 1 . . . . l\fonici-
pality, house number and street from which last registered: 
' 
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page 235 ~ State of New Jersey, 
County of Mercer, ss: 
I, being duly sworn on oath ( or affirmation), depose and 
say ( or affirm), to the best of my knowledge and lJelief, 
that the foregoing statements made by me are true and cor-
rect. 
Sworn to before me this 7th day of Octo., 1935. 
MRS. HAZEL L. DIXON. 
(Signatur~ or mark of applicant) 
JESSIE R. SCHENCK, 
(Signature of person taking 
affidavit) 
Deputy to Municipal Clerk, 
(Authority of person tak-
ing affidavit) 
IDENTIFICATION STATEMEN~:. 
Voter unable to Sig·n His or Her Name 
(What is your full name?) 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............................. . 
(What is, or was, your father's full name?) 
("What is, or was, your mother's full name?) 
Are you Married or Single 1 ............................ . 
Where did you actually reside prior to taking up your present 
residence; state floor and character of premises. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............................. . 
I, being· duly sworn on oath (or affirmation), depose and 
say ( or affirm), to the best of my knowledge and belief, that 
the foregoing statements made by me are true and correct. 
Sworn to before me this . . . . . . . . . . . . day of ........ 193 .. 
( Signature of person taking 
affidavit) 
( Authority of person tak-
ing affidavit) 
page 236 r CHANGE IN ADDRESS. 
(2) 
To ... ......... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · City of Trenton Hamilton Twp. 
Ward . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . District ...................... . 
Date ............ · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
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(3) 
To ...................... · .. · .. · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
City of Trenton Hamilton Twp. 
Ward . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . District ...................... . 
Date .................... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
(4) 
To .............................. · · . · · · · · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
City of Trenton Hamilton Twp. 
Ward .................. ·. · District ...................... . 
Date .................................................. . 
(5) 
To .............................. · · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
City of Trenton Hamilton Twp. 
Ward . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . District ...................... . 
Date .................................................. . 
(6) 
To .................................................... . 
City of Trenton Hamilton Twp. 
Ward . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . District ...................... . 
Date ............................................. · ..... . 
(7) 
To ......................... · .. · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
City of Trenton Hamilton Twp. 
Ward . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . District ...................... . 
Date .................................................. . 
(8) 
To ...................... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
City of Trenton Hamilton Twn. 
page 237 t W a;·d. . . . . . . . . . District .................... . 
Date. . ..................................... . 
(9) 
To .. .................................................. . 
City of Trenton Hamilton Twp. 
Ward . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . District ...................... . 
Date ................. · ·. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
(10) 
To ................... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
City of Trenton Hamilton Twp. 
Ward . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . District ...................... . 
Date ................. · ·. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
24 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
DUPLICATE VOTING RECORD #78088. 
DIXON MRS. HAZEL L. 
(Full name, middle initial only.) 
10 ......... : .......................................... . 
9 .........................•.......................... 
8 ......... ~ . . . . . . . .................................. . 
7 .................................................... . 
6 ........•........................................... 
5 .................................................... . 
4 ................................................... . 
3 ................................................... . 
2, '• . '• ·, . ' • . .......................................... . 
1 305 Johnston Ave. 
(Street and house number.) 
District 9 Hamilton Twp. 
T. 0. Campbell v. 3d Dist. Comm. Va. State Bar. 25 
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page 239 ~ And at another dav to-wit: At a Law and 
Equity Court of the Chy of Richmond, Part Two, 
held the 13th day of March, 1941. 
Pursuant to the adjournment, this day came again the 
parties represented as on yesterday, and the Court haviug 
fully heard the evidence and the argument of counsel, and 
having considered the charg·es specified and referred to in 
the rule, is of the opinion and doth determine that the de-
fendant was guilty of perpetrating a fraud on the Hustings 
Court, Part II, of the City of R.ichmond in his conduct of 
the case of William M. Campbell v. Elizabeth Hwmphreys 
Campbell. The Court is further of the opinion that the 
said defendant was guilty of perpetrating a. fraud upon the 
Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond in his 
conduct of the case of Myrtis Mae Sprinkle v. Willia1n Vernon, 
Sprinkle, and as to all other charges preferred and set out in 
the complaint of the petitioner, the Court finds the defendant 
not guilty. 
The Court is therefore of the opinion that in the two in-
stances named the said defendant has been guilty of conduct 
that is unprofessional, unworthy and corrupt and doth ad-
judge and order that the license of the said Temple Overton 
Campbell, sometimes known as T. 0. Campbell, to practice 
law be suspended for a period of ten years from this date. 
And it is further ordered that a certified copy of thi~ order 
be forthwith transmitted to the Clerks of the Supreme Court 
of Appeals of Virginia at Richmond, Wytheville and Staun-
ton, and to the Secretat·y of the Virginia State Board of 
Law Examiners and to the Secretary of the Virginia State 
Bar. 
page 240 ~ And the said T. 0. Campbell expressing an in-
tention to apply to the Supreme Court of Ap-
peals of Virginia for an appeal from this order, upon his 
motion, the execution of this order is suspended for a period 
of ninety days from this date, and he is permitted to file his 
bills of exception within sixty days from this date as provided 
by law, and the Court being- of the opinion that it is not neces-
sary to require a suspending bond of the defendant, none is 
required of him .. 
And the remarks of tbe Honorable Richard T. Wilson in 
announcing the opinion and judgment of the Court, which 
remarks are initialed by the presiding judge of this Court, 
are hereby made a part of the record in this case. 
And it is further ordered that the defendant do pay the 
costs of this proceeding, but no taxed attorney's fe.e is al-
lowed. 
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To which rulings of the Court the defendant by counsel duly 
excepted. · 
page :Al} OPJ.XION O:F TJIBJ COT.TRT. 
J udg·e Sutton: Judge Wilson will announce the :finding of 
/e Court. 
Judge Wilson: Gentlemen, the Court has given this mat-
r very serious consideration; and I believe, if prayers are 
( 
he thoughts which we have when we are alone, I can say the 
Court has given it prayerful consideration. 
The Court recognizes that this case means a lot to the de-
fendant, and it recognizes also the other side. I am not going 
to analyze the evidence at all; but in regard to the specifica-
tion relative to the Dixon case, the Court does not feel that 
that has been proved. In regard to the specification con-
cerning the Campbell case, the Court feels that a fraud was 
perpetrated upon the Court, and the ref ore finds that this 
defendant was guilty of perpetrating a fraud on the Court. 
In regard to the Sprinkle case, in which this_ defendant acted 
as attorney in bringing the suit, the Court is of the opinion 
that he was guilty of misconduct. He brought his suit alleg-
ing in the bill for his client that she had been a proper wife, 
when, according to his own testimony, he had been living in 
adultery with her for a year. We feel that alone constitutes 
misconduct on the part of a lawyer~ In regard to the specifi-
cation as to soliciting business, the Court is of the opinion 
that that specification has not been proved. 
The Court is unanimous in all of those conclusions. 
The Court will enter a judgment suspending Mr. Campbell 
from the practice of law for the period of ten years. 
page 242 ~ And now at this day, to-wit: At a Law and 
Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, 
held the 8th day of May, 1941. 
This day came Temple Overton Campbell, by Robert T. 
·winston, his attorney, and the petitioner by H. Armistead 
Boyd and came also T. Gray Haddon, Attorney for the Com-
monwealth, and thereupon the said Temple Overton Camp-
bell, by counsel, tendered to the Court, constituted as above, 
a transcript of the evidence, motions and objections taken 
in the trial of this proceeding, which transcript of the evi-
dence, motions and other incidents of the trial, were received 
by the Court, signed and made a part of the record in this 
proceeding. 
28 Supreme Conrt of Appeals of Virginia 
page 243 ~ Virginia : 
In the Law and:Equity Court of the City of Richmond, 
Part II. 
Virginia State Bar- (Third District Committee), Plaintiff, 
v. ' 
Temple Overton Campbell, Defendant. 
Transcript of testimony and other incidents of the trial 
of the above-styled cause before Hon. Frank T. Sutton, Jr., 
Hon. Richard T. Wilson, and Hon. Robert W. Arnold, on the 
12th and 13th days of March, 1941 . 
.Appearances: T. Gray Haddon, Esq., Aubrey R. Bowles, 
Jr., Esq., counsel for the plaintiff. Robert T. Winston, Esq., 
counsel for the defendant. 
Reported by 
F. M. Bradbury. 
page 244 ~ The Court: Do counsel desire to make any 
opening statement¥ 
M:r. Winston : Your Honor, I would like to make a pre-
liminary motion and lSave the point. If the Court rules with 
me, we may reduce this to. a narrower scope. I want to make 
the motion first that all letters or correspondence attached 
to or pttrts of the petition be stricken from the record unless 
and until they are properly introduced by legal and compe-
tent evidence. There arc some letters that I understand were 
filed as exhibits with the petition. 
Judge Sutton: Evidence has been taken on the allegations 
of the petition, has it not? 
Mr. Winston: Yes, sir. 
Jndg·e Sutton: I think you can rest assured that the Court 
will not consider those us evidence until they arCT admitted by 
the Court. 
:Mr. Winston: I just want to save the point. There is an-
other point I want to make, which would be to strike from 
the charges of the petition all specifications save that of so-
licitation; and my grounds for that, if the Coul't would like 
to hear my reasons for that, I would like to pre-
page 245 ~ sent them. vVe start out with the proposition that 
every court of record under Virginia law has an 
inherent power to discipline the attorneys pradicing· before 
that particular court; but that no court under the Virginia 
law has any inl1erent jurisdiction to discipline an attorney 
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g•enerally, for his status in other courts in this Commonwealth. 
The status of this Court as constituted is that of a purely 
statutory Court, established for one sole purpose, and that 
is, under the Acts of the Assembly, to discipline and hear 
charges against attorneys, and discipline and revoke and sus-
pend licen~es p.·t"\norally: not in respect to this Court but as 
to all courts of the Commonwealth of Virginia. 
Now, we will examine the statutes under which this Court 
is functioning. The 3ection, I think, is 3424. The charg·es 
as prescribed by the Legislature in that act arc: "If com-
plaint is made of any malpractice or any unlawful or dis-
honest or unworthy or corrupt or unprofessional conduct on 
the part of any attorney." That is the language that the 
Legislature saw :fit to use. The Leg·islature in that very act 
prescribed that the solicitation 0£ business, improper solici-
tation of business, and the withholding· of funds, should be 
deemed unlawful or dishonest or unworthy or corrupt or un-
professional conduct within the meaning of the 
page 246 ~ statute. So tn. that extent the Legislature has set 
a criterion; it has :fixed a limit; I won't say it 
has :fixed a limit, but it has defined what those vague terms 
mean, and has confined its definitions to simply those two 
offenses; that is, of solicitation, and the other is the with-
holding· of funds. 
We have nothing to do with the withholding of funds in 
the charges here, but we do have a charge here that implies 
a charge-charges solicitation on the part of the accused. 
There are other chargP-s which are totally unrelated to any-
thing, that have no connection with solicitation or any other 
crime or malpractice or dishonest or unworthy conduct within 
the meaning of the Legislature. 
That brings us down to the contention that I make, which 
is that the Legislature, inasmuch as it has not furnished this 
Court or any similar courts with any yardstick or with any 
criterion with which to define or establish or prescribe un-
professional or unworthy conduct, that it haR failed in its 
duty, and it has attempted to invest this Court with a legis-
lative function; and that, therefore, in so far ns the statute 
extends beyond solicitation and the withholding of funds, it 
is void as a transference of the legislative function to the 
judiciary. 
page 247 ~ One of the most recent cases, not a Virginia 
case-we l1ave a Virginia case on that subject, 
but one of the most recent cases which establishes an analo-
gous thing, was the "Hot Oil Case", decided h? the United 
States Supreme Court, I think in 1935. In that case, the 
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President of the U nitc~d States was invested with the duty 
and power of looking into and considering cases where deal-
ers in petroleum, crude and refined, I think, had been deal-
ing and getting profits in excess of what the laws permitted 
in their States, and various objections were l'aised. The 
President had power to discipline and punish the people an'd 
prohibit that kind of conduct, and the name of the case was 
the Panama Oil Refining Company v. Ryan, but it is generally 
spoken of as the "Hot Oil Case''. .Chief Justice Hughes de-
livered the opinion of the Court. Justice Ca r<lozo filed a dis-
senting opinion in which he agreed with the majority opinion 
in principle but disagreed as to the application of those prin-
ciples to the particular statute under consideration. The 
principle laid down there, as I understand it, was this: That 
the legislative department of the Government can not trans-
fer to any other department, either judicial or executive, or 
any department or person or commission, their own legisla-
tive functions; that the legislature itself cannot 
page 248 ~ go into the intimate details of every charge, but 
they at least form some yardstick, some criterion, 
which must put some limitations on the rig·ht and authority 
of the functionary that they invest with those powers, whether 
it is judicial or whether it is executive, or whether it is a 
board or commission. And our contention is that the Legis .. 
lature has just dumped in your laps, gentlemei:i, these vague, 
broad terms under which you are to try and discipline attor-
neys, furnishing no criterion. 
I have no doubt that there are a great many acts of attor-
neys, a great many courses of conduct, that this Honorable 
Bench itself would divide on among yourselves, and members 
of the Bar would divide on among themselves, as to whether 
or not a particular act or a particular course of conduct is 
unworthy and whether it is unethical or whether it is unpro-
fessional. They are so vag11e that when a .Judge attempts 
to discipline an attorney he necessarily has to invoke and en-
force his own personal predilections; he is not enforcing any 
law because the law is indefinite. 
You have got no jury to decide these cases, whether or not 
as a matter of fact, what is considered among members of 
the Bar as unprofessional or professional. Yon don't tie into 
any code of ethics. You gentlemen are left with a situation 
in whic;ti, as I say, you have to impose your own 
page 249 ~ personal views and your own personal predilec-
tions; and I do not think that such an investment 
of power is a constitutional investment; in otlwr words, that 
Your Honors become not a go~ernment of laws but a gov-
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ernment of men. And for those reasons I ask to strike all 
specifications in the charges save those dealing with improper 
solicitation of business. There is such a charge here. 
Note: Here followed discussion and argument. 
Mr. Winston: * * * Beyond the question of improper solici-
tation and the withholding of funds, the Legislature of Vir-
gfoia, whatever their attempt may have been, have attempted 
to invest this Court and any similar court with a legislative 
function. They have furnished no criterion; they have fur-
nished no standards; they have furnished no limitations. So, 
after all, it makes the government of attorneys in that field, 
its I say, beyond imp1·oper solicitation and withholding of 
funds, a government of men. It would depend on the par-
ticular slant of the particular three-court tribunal trying it, 
and without any limitation whatsoever, without any stand-
ards, without any criterion. .And to that extent we challenge 
the constitutionality of the statute. 
Judge Sutton: The motion is overruled. 
page 250 ~ l\Ir. Winston: We just note an exception there. 
Mr. Haddon: If Your Honors please, I think probably it 
would be well for me to read the petition instead of making 
an opening statement. 
Judge Sutton: Very well, sir. 
Note: Petition read by Mr. Haddon. 
. ]\fr. Winston: I have no reply to make except the g~neral 
issue. 
Judge Sutton : The general issue has been raised in the 
form of an answer. You may call your :first witness. 
page 251 ~ TEMPLE· OVERTON CAMPBELL, 
the defendant, being called as a witness by the 
prosecution, and being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Haddon: 
Q. Your name is Temple Overton Campbell? 
A. Temple Overton Campbell, yes, sir. That 1s correct, 
sir. 
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Q. And you are an attorney practicing in Richmond f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You were living at 1211 Amherst A venue in the fall of 
1938, were you not Y 
A. I have been living there, Judge Haddon, I should say, 
since 1931. . · 
Q. And you had your office on Fourth Street during that 
time! 
A. That is correct, ~~ir, yes, sir. 
Q. This letter, I believe~ Mr. Campbell, you testified before 
the Committee that you recei~ed from Naomi Pagels? 
Mr. Winston: Let me see it. This is a letter that is al-
ready in there 7 
Mr. Haddon: Yes, sir. That is a letter from Naomi 
Pagels. 
Q. Is that the letter that you received from Naomi Pagels! 
A. I did, Your Honor. Yes, Rir. 
page 252 ~ Q. That letter is dated-
A. Wait a minute. Let me see. I don't want to 
admit something that I don't know. Yes, sir, I received that 
letter. I didn't reply to it. 
Q. And that letter is dated Aug11st 31st, 1938? 
A. Yes, sir. I didn't reply to the letter, t]1ough. 
Mr. Haddon: We want to introduce this letter in evidence, 
if Your Honors please. 
Mr. Winston: Mr. Haddon, might I see t11at letter a min-
ute, just to refresh my memory of it 1 
Mr. Haddon: Yes, sir. 
Note: Letter in question marked ''Exhibit No. 1" and filed 
in evidence, and read to the Court. 
Mr. Winston: May it please t110 Court, I would Uke to 
object to the introduction of that letter until tlrn proper 
foundation is laid for a. Of course the foundation mav I1ere-
after be laid, but the mere writing· of a letter to a person, 
although received-
Judge Sutton: I will give you an opportunity to show 
that-
Mr. Haddon: I didn't catch tl1at. 
Judge Sutton: He objects to the introduction of t]1e let-
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ter until it is connected up with the defendant in 
page 253 ~ some way. I said you will have the opportunity 
to connect it, and then we will rule on it. 
Mr. Haddon: Your Honors, I cannot do it all at one time. 
I have got to take it along. 
Q. Mr. Campbell, you filed this bill for divorce for Naomi 
Pagels in the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Rich-
mond, on September 18th, 1937, did you noU 
A. Yes, sir, I did. 
Judge Sutton : What was the date of the letter? 
Mr. Winston: Augnst 31st, 1938. 
Mr. Haddon: The ·letter is dated August, 1938, and this 
divorce was filed September 18th, 1937. 
Q. And the decree was entered in that case on October 29th, 
1937; is that correct! 
A. I think that is correct, Your Honor. 
Mr. Haddon: We are going to introduce these papers later 
on. 
Q. Mr. Campbell, I hand you a letter dated September 10th, 
1938, addressed to you by William Campbell. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You received that letter? 
A. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. Haddon: We offer this letter in evidence. 
Note: Letter in question and envelope marked '' Exhibit 
No. 2'' and :filed in evidence. 
page 254 ~ l\fr. Haddon: This letter is adclrP.ssed from 
198 Brunswick Avenue, Trenton, New ,Jersey, 
September 10, 1938. 
Note: Mr. Haddon :reads letter to the Court. 
A. Who is it addre~8ed to, C. 0. Campbell 1 
Q. This shows C. 0. Campbell. 
A. That ain't my name. That ain't my name. 
Q. That is not your name Y 
A. That is not my name. 
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Q. You received tba t letter, did you not? 
A. No, sir, not C. 0. Campbell, I didn't receive it. T. 0. 
Campbell didn't receive any letter addressed to C. 0. Camp-
bell. 
Q. Did you receive t.his letter addressed from !fr. William 
Campbell¥ 
A. I don't know. Let me see it. 
Note: Witness looks at letter. 
A. No, sir, I did not. 
Q. Your home was 1211 Amherst Avenue? 
A. That is correct, sir. I did not receive the letter. 
Q. Richmond, Virginfa t 
A. Yes, sir. I did not. 
Q. Suppose you read the letter. 
A. You read it. 
Q. You have seen this letter before, haven't 
page 255 ~ you 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Didn't you read this letter when it was introduced be-
fore the Bar Committee! 
A. I don't think so, Judge Haddon. 
Q. And didn't you admit that you received that letter? 
A. Let me see, now. I might be wrong. 
Q. Suppose you read it and see. 
A. Yes, sir, I received that letter. 
Q. Although it was addressed to C. 0. Campbell, you re-
ceived it¥ 
A. Yes, sir, I received it. Certainly I did. 
Note: Address read by Mr. Haddon: "Mr. C. 0. Camp-
bell, 1211 Amherst Avenue, Richmond, Virginia.'' 
Mr. Winston: May it please the Court, I would like to 
move to strike that letter out as a communication between 
client and attorney. It is improper evidence. 
Note: Members of the Court confer. 
The Witness: If I have got to testify on that, I am going 
to refuse to testify any further. 
Judge Sutton: The motion is overruled. 
Mr. Winston: We would like to note an exception, if Your 
Honors please. 
T. 0. Campbell v. 3d Dist. Comm. Va. State Bar. 35 
Teniple Ove,rton Campbell. 
Q. Mr. Campbell, you filed a bill in the Hustings Court, 
Part II, of the City of Richmond, for William 
page 256 ~ M. Campbell on September 20th, 1938, did you 
noU 
A. I refuse to testify further for the reason that I might 
incriminate myself, sir. 
Q. Is that the reason you refuse to testify f 
A. Yes, sir, I sure will do ·, 
Q. That you might incriminate yourself? 
A. Yes, sir, that is what you are trying to do, RO-
Mr. Haddon: Now, then, if Your Honors please, I rather 
think if he wants to take that position that under the law in 
Virginia he is the who who is to determine whether it would 
tend to incriminate himself, and I do not think I can go into 
that. 
Judge Sutton: Do you withdraw the question? 
Mr. Haddon: No, sir, I do not withdraw the question. I 
asked the question and I want the record to show that he re-
fuses to answer on the ground that it will tend to incriminate 
him. 
The Witness : It might. 
Judge Sutton: The Court sustains you in your contention. 
The Witness: I didn't hear you, Your Honor. 
Judge Sutton: The Court sustains you in your contention. 
Mr. Haddon: I cannot ask him any further 
page 257 ~ questions. I understand Your Honor sustains 
his contention. (To witness) All right~ sir, stand 
aside. 
Mr. Winston: I would like to cross examine .Mr. Campbell. 
Judge Sutton: Have you finished with the witness? 
Mr. Haddon: We have finished with him, yes, sir. 
Mr. Winston: I will cross examine. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Campbell-
Mr. Haddon: Well, now, if he is going to cross examine-
He has got a perfect right to cross examine him, but I do not 
think he should cross examine him and then bring out some-
thing and we undertake to examine him on that. 
Judge Sutton: Then you would have the right to cross ex-
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amine on any matters that ha~e not been brought out on your 
examination. 
Q. Mr. Campbell, where did you first meet Mr. ,vmiam 
Campbell? 
A. I had that letter from him. He called me at my home, 
1211 .Amherst Avenue, and he wanted to make an appoint-
ment with me. At that time I was on crutches. I had been 
down four months with arthritis. So }\Irs. Camp-
page 258 ~ bell took me down to the office whieh I had just 
rented, and I met him there. And I assured him 
that if he lived in New Jersey that I could not-I could rep-
resent him, but his divorce would be a nullity. He told me 
that he lived at 1711, I believe, Grove Avenue, and then he 
said he lived at the Mosque. 
Q. Mosque? 
A. Mosque. 
Q. City of Richmond? 
A. Also, yes, sir, I told him that any divorce gotten, unless 
he had his actual bona fide domicile and residence in the State 
of Virginia for more than one year, would be a nullity, and 
if he came here for the express purpose of getting a divorce 
that it would not be any good. I think the depositions will 
so show. Have you got the depositions there, Judge Haddon? 
Mr. Haddon: Yes, that is the file. 
A. The deposition was taken before Mr. Bernard "\V. James, 
Commissioner in Chancery, November 7th, 1988. '' Q. Have 
you had your actual bona fide domicile and residence in the 
State of Virginia for more than one year next preceding the 
institution of this suiU" "A. I have." 
Q. Let me ask you this-
By the Court : 
Q. Who asked him that question 9 
page 2591 ~ A. I asked him that question, for him, for this 
Campbell. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Was that in conflict with anything that ho had told you 
in his private conversation in respect to 11is cfomicile 1 
A. No, sir. No, sir. I think the order of publication will 
show-I would like the Court to look at the app1ication for 
the order of publication, too. 
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Note: Papers passed up to the Court. 
A. Here is the certified order of publication. 
Q. Did Mrs. Naomi Pagels at. that time, or before, or after, 
receive any compensation or any portion of whatever Mr. 
Campbell may have paid you f-
A. No, sir, absolutely not. 
Q. -},or your services in connection with his suiU 
A. No, sir, absolutely not. 
Q. Did Naomi Pagels ever receive any compensation or 
split or salary or emolument or anything of any value from 
you for any business of any kind, at that time, before, or 
after? 
A. No, sir. Mrs. Pagels' mother li~es here in Richmond. 
She is blind. And I had a letter from her mothe1· saying that 
Mrs. Pagels-the one that I am accused of colluding with 
or something-was down in Florida, and she didn't know 
her address. So I have not been able to contact her. Other-
wise I would have had her here today if I could. 
page 260 ~ And that is the reason I told this Court when 
the matter came up the last time that I wanted 
to take depositions, because I wanted to take Mrs. Pagels' 
depositions. So I have that letter there, Judge, from her 
mother. 
Q. What is thaU 
A. So I have that letter there from her mother. 
Q. From her mother t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Haddon: You want me to look at iU 
The Witness: Certainly, sir. I haven't got anything to 
hide. 
Mr. ·winston: I think he ,van ts to introduce it in evidence. 
A. Her mother is here in Richmond and her father is out 
in Highland Springs. 
Mr. Haddon: vVe object to this letter. 
A. Judge, I want it to go in the record anyway. I want it 
to go in the record anyway. I have got a right to put it in 
the record. Of course you can object to it. I think it should 
go in, Your Honor. 
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Judge Sutton: Yes, you can put it in the record. We will 
not rule on it yet. 
l\Ir. Haddon,: This letter, Your Honor-vVait a minute 
now, let's get the question. Is that iu response 
page 261 ~ to a question Y 
J udg·e Sutton: No, sir, that wa:3 not respon-
sive. 
Mr. Haddon: I want to object to the introduction of that 
letter. It is a letter from Mrs. Sprague, no, Mrs. Sprague 's 
mother, to Mrs. Pagels-or at least to Mr. Campbell about 
Mrs. Pagels. Now, that certainly would not he evidence. It 
is a letter addressed to Mr. Campbell by Mrs. Sprague's 
mother. Now, that certainly-a letter addressed to him by 
someone who is not a witness-
Judge Sutton: I understood he was offering it as an ex-
planation of why he had not taken depositions which he 
stated at a previous hearing· in this Court he wished to take. 
Mr. Haddon: It is all right for him to make a statement 
why he hasn't done it. I am not objecting to that. But we 
certainly object to that letter, because it is a statement in 
there made by this woman who wrote, who could not know 
what happened between Mr. Campbell and Mrs. Pagels. I 
have read the letter, and statements are in there that she 
makes that she could not know, and for that reason I sub-
mit-
page 262 ~ )fr. ·winston: I think I could 8top the con-
troversy by asking a question. 
By Mr. Winston : 
Q. Mr. Campbell, why have you not taken Mrs. Pagels' 
deposition 1 
A. I have not been able to contact her, sir. f wrote her a 
letter, and on January 6th I received the following letter.-
By .T udge Sutton : 
Q. Is that the same letter Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Judge Sutton: The Court sustains the objection, but al-
lows you to state that you have a letter stating thnt she was 
not here. 
The Witness: Your Honor, that can go in the w,cord, can 'f 
it? 
Mr. Haddon: This is not a letter from Mrs. Pagels; it is 
from somebody else. 
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Mr. Bowles: Let it go in. What difference does it make 
if the Court sustains the objection and you can .file it? 
Note : Letter in question marked '' Exhibit No. 3'' and filed. 
Mr. Bowles: I understand you introduce that to show why 
you have not taken depositions i 
page 263 ~ The Witness: That is correct, sir. Her mother 
is here now, but she doesn't know where she is, 
her daughter is, Mrs. Pagels. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Did I understand, Mr. Campbell, that you testified that 
the reason you had not taken depositions was that you had 
not been able to locate the lady? 
A. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. Winston: I think the Court misunderstood what you 
said. 
A. I think that you were in my office some days ago-
Judge Sutton: I understand this letter goes into some 
other matters than that the mother could not g·ive the ad-
dress. 
Mr. ·winston : Yes, I think the letter precedes the last sit-
ting of the Court. 
A. I think that you, Judge Winston, were in my office when 
I talked to Mrs. Sprague, I believe her name is, a friend of 
Mrs. Pagels with whom she lived for several years, and she 
assured me that she would make every effort to locate her 
whereabouts. 
Mr. Winston: I think that is the extent of my cross ex-
amination. 
Mr. Haddon: Stand down. 
Witness stood aside. 
40 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
page 264 } R. E. BOOKER, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the prosecu-
tion, being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT E:XAMLNAT]ON. 
By Mr. Haddon: 
Q. What are your initials, Mr. Booker? 
A. R. E .. 
Q. What is your business? 
A. Secretary-Treasurer of the Virginia State Bar. 
Q. Did you get some original papers, divorce papers, from 
the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond? 
A. Yes, sir. Papers were turned o~er to me upon a peti-
tion filed by Mr. Stuart G. ·Christian, and another set of pa-
pers on petition by Mr. Bowles. 
Q. Mr. Booker, I hand you herewith the divorce proceed-
ing of Naomi Mae Pagels v. Herman Pagels, filed in the 
Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond. Will you 
look at those papers and state whether or not they are the 
original papers that were filed in that case Y 
Mr. Winston: This question is objected to. The papers 
speak for themselves. 
Mr. Haddon: I am just asking if these are the original 
papers. Mr. Campbell said that we had to prove every-
thing. 
page 265 ~ Mr. Winston: Well, that is not proving it. 
Mr. Haddon: Of course you lmow I could get 
the Clerk over here to prove it, and the papers speak for 
themselves, but I have got to get it in the record. I just did 
not want to put the Clerk to the trouble of coming over here. 
By Judge Sutton: 
Q. Where did you get those papers 0/ 
A. They were delivered to me by the Clerk of the Hustings 
Court, Part II, under order of Judge Pulliam. 
Mr. Bowles: Would it be amiss to ask counsel for the de-
fense if We could not save some time, as there are a number 
of papers to be introduced, if we could reach an agreement? 
They are Court papers, and it seems to me ridiculous to go 
through this performance to get them in. 
Mr. Haddon·: I think we can get along all right. ·we won't 
have any trouble. 
• 
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The Court: The objection is overruled. 
Mr. Winston : Exception noted. 
By Mr. Haddon: 
Q. Now, will you look and state whether or not they are 
the original papers that were delivered to you by the Clerk 
of the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond 7 
Judge Sutton : He has said they were delivered 
page 266 ~ to him upon the order of J udg·e Pulliam. 
Mr. Haddon: Yes, sir, upon the order of Judge 
Pulliam, who is the present Judge of the Hustings Court, 
Part II. 
A. Yes, sir. Here are the papers, or part of the papers. 
Judge Wilson: l\fr. W'inston, is your objection addressed 
to the fact that they are not proved by the Clerk? Is that 
your objection f 
Mr. Winston: No, sir, I am not objecting, hut I am just 
pointing out Mr. Booker's incompetence as a witness. The 
papers speak for themselves. I am not going to put the 0onrt 
or anybody else to the trouble of brh1ging tl1e rnerk here. 
Mr. Bowles : May we have some sort of agreement a bout 
the rest of these? If any of them a re claimed to be irre le-
vant, that can be argued; but so far as introduction into the 
record is concerned, it will take us fifty minutes to do it by 
this method. 
Judge Sutton: You are objecting to the-? 
Mr. Winston: I am not objecting to the introduction of 
these papers at all, but I am objecting to the competence of 
l\fr. Booker to introduce them. 
Judge Sutton: Well, may we consider these pape1·s are jn 
evidence so far as thev are relevant to this case? 
page 267 ~ Mr. Winston: I think so, but I object to them 
in so far as tbev are irrelevant. 
Mr. Bowles: Of course ";e appreciate that fact. 
Mr. Winston: I don't want to put the Court or anybody 
else to trouble. 
Mr. Haddon: Your Honors, we were expecting· to have 
Mr. Campbell identify bis sig;nature on those, but he claimed 
this immunity, from what, I don't know, and that put uR to 
this method. Mr. Campbell could, I dnre say, identify hiR 
signature on all of these papers. 
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The Defendant: I don't deny them. I don't deny them. 
Mr. Haddon: vVe would like to have Mr. Campbell's per-
sonal understanding that they are going in, rather than his 
counsel's. 
The Defendant: Yes, sir. I assure the Court that I don't 
object. 
Mr. Winston: I haven't had an opportunity to see what 
papers they are referring to. 
Mr. Haddon: This is the Pagels suit. 
Mr. Winston: Well, I will object to the introduction of 
those papers on the ground that they are irrelevant to any 
issue before the Court at this time. There is no 
page 268 ~ charge that the Pagels di~orce was improperly 
brought. 
Mr. Haddon: No, there is no charge in the petition that 
the Pagels suit was improperly brought, but we think that 
the Pag·els suit is admissible and we think it is pertinent for 
this reason: You have got to take those cases, and you just 
cannot present a picture with one piece of evidence. You 
have got to present the picture of it, with different pieces of 
evidence. Now, we think the Pagels suit is admissible for 
two reasons: One reason is that one of the allegations in 
the petition is that Naomi Pagels was soliciting business for 
Mr. Campbell. Now, we want to introduce these records to 
show that he had already gotten a divorce for Naomi Pa~els. 
That is one reason. Now, we are going· to follow -it up hy 
introducing several of these cases. In the Pagels case, the 
witnesses in the Pagels case were Naomi Pagels and Vir-
ginia Sprague, in the Pagels case. There is another case of 
Sharpham that we will introduce, in which the witnesses are 
Naomi Pagels and Ella Sharpham. I have g·ot to state the 
reasons-
page 269 ~ l\lir. vVinston: I just want to object before you 
go too far. 
Mr. Haddon: I can't state the reason whv we think it is 
admissible unless I state the facts. ~ 
Judge Sutton: Go ahead. 
Mr. Haddon: I take it, however, that if the Court does 
not consider them facts it will disregard them. Now, in the 
Sharpham case, as I stated, Naomi Pagels and Ella Sharp-
ham appeared as witnesses in that case. Then, in the Ross 
case, William Ross appeared, and Virginia Spra~ue appeared 
as a witness, who appeared as a witness in the Naomi Pag-els 
case. Then Naomi Pag·els was written in reference to a man 
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named Campbell, and in the Campbell case we want to show, 
of course, that that suit was brought, and the witnesses in 
that case were Campbell and Hazel Dixon. Then, in the 
Dixon case, which, these papers will show, they were one 
right after the other-I am not going to argue on that now-
in the Dixon case, Hazel Dixon and Henrietta Seeman ap-
peared. So, in order to get a complete picture of it, it is 
necessary, we think, for us to get these records in 
page 270 ~ evidence for what they are w0rth: That is, Naomi 
Pagels and the Sprague woman appeared as wit-
nesses in the Pagels case; the Pagels woman wrote to Mr. 
Campbell about William -Campbell ; in the Sharpham case 
Naomi Pagels appears as a witness in that case; then in the 
Ross case Virginia Sprague, who appeared as a witness in 
the Pagels case, also appeared in the Ross case. And then, in 
the Campbell case, as stated, the suit was brought pursuant to 
the letter that is in evidence now, from Campbell, which the 
Pagels woman had written about. And, of course, in the 
Dixon case, we haven't gotten to that yet. We have a letter 
here from Hazel Dixon; we haven't tried to introduce it yet. 
To be frank with the Court, Mr. Campbell denied that he g·ot 
that letter, but we have got to try to introduce it by other 
witnesses. Now, our contention is, if Your Honors please, 
that all of. these things are so hooked up, particularly the 
dates, and, I think, the witnesses, that in order to get a com-
plete picture of it it is important for the Court to have these 
records before it. And also, in examining the witnesses in 
all of these cases, none of them were asked their 
page 271 } street addresses; and we think the depositions-
it is our intention, if this evidence is admitted, 
to read these depositions to show just what sort of deposi-
tions these divorces were granted on; and in order to do that, 
we cannot pick out any one of them, and we submit that they 
are admissible on the charges here. 
Mr. Winston: J\fay it please the Court, in the first place 
I don't lmow as to what specification of the charges these let-
ters are admissible. There is a specification that they col-
luded to defraud the Hustings Court, Part II; colluded with. 
this Pagels woman, I think, Naomi Pagels, to defraud the 
Husting·s Court, Part II, in getting divorces for non-resi-
dents. Now, I respectfully submit that all of these papers, 
suits, have absolutely nothing to do with this specific charge 
of colluding with non-residents to perpetrate a fraud upon 
the Hustings Court, Part II. '' Colluded with said Naomi 
Pag·els to represent non-residents of the Commonwealth of 
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Virginia,'' etc., '' And further colluded with such non-resi-
dents to perpetrate a fraud upon the Hustings Court, Part 
II." Now, I respectfully submit that there is 
page 272 ~ nothing in anything that my good friend has said 
here that makes any of those statements a back-
ground, or .whatever he chooses to call it, relevant to that 
charge. We certainly oug·ht to be permitted to have some-
thing definite. In the first place, the statute itself is vague 
enoug·h, and now they come around here shooting at us with 
this, and we have no way of meeting those kind of things. 
That is loose pleading run riot; I don't know where it leads. 
If you will point out some definite charge upon which I could 
show the irrelevancy of any one of these suits or combina-
tion of those suits-I respectfully submit, Your Honors, when 
we parcel out too many issues, it makes it impossible for a 
man to be represented properly if they dump in everything 
here when they are not relevant to a specific charge. 
Judge Wilson : Judge Haddon, which charges do you claim 
these papers have relevancy to f Which charges? 
Mr. Haddon: We charge-One charge is as to Naomi 
Pagels soliciting· business for him. That is one charge. Then 
the other is the Campbell charge, the Campbell case is one 
of the specific charges here, to secure this divorce-, 
page 273 ~ knowing he was a non-resident. 
Judge Wilson: Let me ask a question there. 
Do you claim that those divorce papers, if admitted, have 
anything in them at all that shows whether Campbell was a 
non-resident or notf 
Mr. Haddon: Yes, sir. Yes, sir. The Pagels letter, we 
think, shows it. She was writing him about a friend she had 
in New Jersey. Then Campbell's letter written to Mr. Camp-
bell was dated New Jersey and says he could get a divorce 
up there except he could not get it on adultery because he 
could not prove where someone was, and in three or four 
days they are down here bringing suit in this City. Now, our 
contention is that Campbell, having received that letter stat-
ing he could bring a suit up there, and then hringing suit 
here, was bound to have knowu tlmt he was not a resident 
here for the purpose of bringing a Ruit. And for that rea-
son-
Note: l\fembers of the Court confer. 
1\fr. Winston: I will object to those on still a further 
ground. l\iy good friend has put Mr. Campbell on the stand 
T. 0. Campbell v. 3d Dist. Comm. Va. State Bar. 45 
R. E. Booker. 
as his witness. Mr. Campbell has testified, on his following 
cross examination, it is true, that there was noth-
page 27 4 ~ ing· in the conversation, advice or conversation 
that he had with Mr. Campbell, that was in con-
flict with Mr. Campbell's sworn statement that he was a resi-
dent of the State of Virginia. And this Mr. Campbell has 
also testified point-blank, under cross examination, in con-
clusion, that there was no payment or any splitting of fees 
with Mrs. Pagels. And my good friend Mr. Haddon here 
has attempted to introduce that evidence to contradict his own 
witness, which I submit is absolutely improper. 
Judge Sutton: One minute. The Court has got to rule 
on that. The other party when called to the stand does not 
become the witness of the party calling him. He has a right 
to call an adverse party, and it does not make him his wit-
ness. 
Note : Here followed further argument. 
Judge Sutton: Gentlemen, the Court has not had an op-
portunity to see all that is in these papers. It is just the rep-
resentations of counsel. Now, we are obliged to hear it, as-
certain what it is, one way or the other, in order to pass on 
the competency. The Court is going to let this testimony 
in, and will assure you that it is not going to con-
page 275 ~ sider anything that is too remote or irrelevant 
when it is finally determined. 
1\fr. Winston : We would like to note an exception. 
Mr. Bowles : In the interest of saving time I would like 
to ask the Court its disposition with regard to the introduc-
tion of these papers at this time. Would the Court like now 
to hear the contents of them and the details which we will 
want to bring to your attention? It is a matter of conven-
ience. We certainly might be through hy one. It is now five 
minutes to twelve. 
Judge Sutton : The Court thinks you should read such por-
tion of the record as you consider relevant, and the Court 
will exclude what we think is not. The defendant will also 
have an opportunity to review what you have. 
1\fr. Bowles: I beg· your pardon, sir, but to g·et this record 
straight, may I ask a question Y Subject to such objections 
as may be made to strike them from the consideration of the 
Court, may we consider these papers as formally introduced? 
Judge .. Wilson: I understood that had been agreed to. 
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1\fr. Bowles: I understood it, too, su·, but I don't know 
what I understand-
Judge Wilson: It is ruled that so far as they 
page 276 ~ are relevant and competent testimony they are 
in evidence. 
Mr. Bowles: I understand, sir. 
Mr. Winston: That is subject to their competence and rele-
vance as evidence. 
1\fr. Bowles: This is the suit of Pagels v. Pagels, filed Sep-
tember 13th, 1937. Tl1e suit of Sharphmn v. Sharphani, Sep-
tember 21st, 1937. Ross v. Ross, October 9·, 1937. W. M. 
Camipbell v. Elizabeth, Humphreys Camvbell, September 20th, 
1938-
Mr. Winston: You said one was 1937, Mr. Bowles? 
Mr. Bowles: The three I have just previously read, 1937. 
Lucille Rossi on September 26th, 1938, and Hazel L. Dixon 
on December 28th, 1938. 
Mr. Winston: I do not like to keep on objecting, but-
Judge Wilson : At the proper time you will be allowed to 
interpose your objection to it. 
Mr. Winston: I am absolutely in no position to make ob-
jection now that it comes in-
Judge Wilson: We are now trying to get through with 
merely the matter of recog'Ilizing all of these, so far as rele-
vant and pertinent, as in evidence, and tba t is as far as the 
stipulation went. 
Mr. Bowles: Now, if Your Honors please, ag·ain to save 
time, but if it is not agreeable I won't press the 
page 277 ~ matter: there are two more proceedings in other 
courts which have to be introduced; if we might 
agree at this time to get them in in the same manner, so that 
we will not forget them, I will appreciate it. 
Mr. Winston: I don't want to put the Court to any trouble; 
anything that can be proved, to that point I waive it, but I 
certainly have a strenuous objection to the admissibility of 
the evidence-
Judge Sutton: We told you, 1\Ir. Winston, that we were 
going to consider that. 
1\fr. Winston: I just want to save my objection as we go 
along. 
Mr. Bowles: The papers I refer to now are the divorce 
suit of Sprinkle v. Sprinkle, filed January 28th, 1930, in the 
Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond-
Mr. Winston : Now, I certainly object to the admission of 
that. 
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take up your objections to the relevancy and pertinency-
Mr. Winston : For this reason, Your Honor : The Sprinkle 
suit is all testimony that has to do with an en-
page 278 ~ tirely different specification in this · charge. 
Mr. Bowles: That is true. 
Judge Sutton: Your objection at that time will be con-
sidered by the Court. The Court does not know what is in 
those papers at present. 
Mr. Winston: I am just going to say thf,lt they are just 
s~reading them on me in such a way that I .can't keep up 
with them. 
Mr. Bowles: Then we won't spread them any·more. We 
will get the clerks. 
Judge Sutton: Answer Mr. Bowles's question. You are 
not waiving· at this time-? 
Mr. Winston: It is already done, and he wanted to put 
that in thereT 
The Court: Under the same condition. 
1\fr. Bowles: Under the same condition, but not on the 
same charge. It is not indicated to be on the same charge. 
The Court (Judge Sutton) : We do not know whether it 
is the same charge or not-
Mr. Winston: If Your Honor please-
The Court (Judge Sutton): One minute, Mr. Winston. 
Let me finish talking. I am trying to explain to you, sir, 
that we do not know what is in those papers. "When 
page 279 ~ Mr. Bowles attempts to relate something that is 
irrelevant or incompetent, you can object, and 
the Court will then pass on it. 
Mr. Winston: I was trying to explain to the Court what 
was in these-
Judge Sutton: One minute, l\fr. Winston. One minute, 
:Mr. Winston. This ·Court will not stand your talking to it in 
that tone of voice. 
Mr. Winston : I-
Judge Sutton : One minute. 
Mr. Winston: I humbly apologize to the Court. 
Judge Sutton: One minute. l\fr. Winston, you do not 
let the Court finish talking. I tried to explain to you just 
now that at the proper time, when the Court was informed 
what was in the papers, the Court could then pass on its rele-
vancy and competence. Until that is shown, the Court can 
not pass on it. The Court has stopped you two or three times 
from interrupting it. You would not let it finish its remarks. 
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And then, w];ien. yon jumped up in an angry tone, the Court 
called you down. That must not happen again. 
· Mr. Winston: I certainly beg your pardon. 
page 280 ~ . Mr. Bowles: I fear that my effort to save time 
has lost it, sir, and perhaps we ought not to pur-
sue the matter further. There are only two more that I want 
to identify. With the Court's permission we shall proceed 
to do that. 
Judge Wilson : I believe the Court will suggest that you 
should have the Clerks he1;e. 
Mr. Bowles : I have co)ile to that conclusion myself, sir. 
/ 
/ 
Note : At this time ,the Court took a short recess. 
I 
. d I. Witness stoo aside. 
v 
page 281 } WALKER C . .COTTRELL, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the prosecu-
tion, being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Will you identify yourself for the record, please, sir 1 
A. Walker C. Cottrell. Clerk of the Circuit Court of the 
CH§ of Richmond. 
~- Mr. Cottrell, I am handing you herewith a jacket of 
court papers in the suit of T. 0. Ca.mpbell v. Myrtice Camp-
bell, also kno'Wn as Myrtice Sprvnkle; counsel for the plain-
tiff, James C. Page; counsel for the defendant, H. M. Rat-
cliffe, and your jacket No. 252, containing what purport to 
be all of the papers in this suit. I want to ask you to iden-
tify these, sir, and in an effort to save time ref er to each 
of them for identification. I hand you now a letter dated 
August 18, 1939, bearing what purports to be the signature 
of T. 0. Campbell, enclosing- to you as Clerk a memorandum 
bill of complaint in the matter of T. 0. Cmnpbell v. Myrtice 
Campbell, together with Mr. Campbell's check for $8.00 fees 
and writ tax, for service of process, the defendant's address 
being 1211 Amherst A venue, Richmond, Virginia. 
A. That was received in the Clerk's Office of 
pag·e 282 ~ the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond. 
Note: Letter in question marked "E,xhibit No. 4" and filed 
in evidence. 
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Q. I hand you now what purports to be, in the Circuit Court 
of the City of Richmond, bill of complaint in the suit of 
Temple 0. Canipbell, cornplainant, v. Myrtice Carnpbell, also 
known as Myrtice Sprinkle, and ask you to identify that, and 
show when it was filed, and the various notations on the front 
of it. 
A. This is the original bill of complaint, on which process 
was issued on August 19th, 1939, returnable to second August 
rules; the following rules were the second August rules, 1939; 
served and returned executed ; bill filed and decree nisi as 
of September rules, 1939. Next day filed and set for hear-
ing and answer filed. 
Note: Bill in question marked ''Exhibit No. 5'' and filed 
in evidence. 
Q. I hand you what purports to be a memorandum in that 
suit and ask you to identify that. 
A. This is a memorandum that was presented, that was 
mailed with the letter that I identified a while ago. 
Q. Would you please identify that T 
Note: Memorandum in question marked "Exhibit No. 6" 
and filed in evidence. 
Q. Would you identify the process in this suit¥ 
page 283 ~ A. That is the original process. A copy was 
left posted at the residence of 1211 Amherst Ave-
nue, the notation by the Deputy Sheriff. 
Note: Process in question marked '' Exhibit No. 7'' and 
filed in evidence. 
Q. I hand you this paper and ask you to identify that as 
the answer and exhibit filed by Mrs. Campbell in that suit. 
A. This is the answer and exhibit filed first September 
rules, 1939, with my notations on it. 
Note: Answer and exhibit marked "Exhibit No. 8" and 
:filed in evidence. 
Q. I hand you this paper and ask you to identify that as 
a notice on the part of Mrs. Campbell, coming through her 
attorney, Mr. H. l\f. Ratcliffe, against the complainant, of a 
motion to the Court to be made to enter an order for tern-
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porary support pending final disposition and attorneys' fees 
and costs incidental thereto. 
A. This is the notice that was executed by the Sheriff of 
the City of Richmond, personal service on T. ·O. Campbell, 
September 27th, 1939. 
Note: Notice in question marked '' Exhibit No. 9'' and filed 
in evidence. 
Q. This paper I ask you to identify, which appears to be 
a receipt of the Southern Bank and Trust ·Company for a de-
posit of $25.00 to the order of the Court in that 
page 284 ~ cause. 
A. This is a receipt which was never actually 
filed; it was simply left with me to put it with the papers in 
the case; that $25.00 was deposited in the Southern Bank 
and Trust Company subject to the order of the Circuit Court 
of the City of Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. I hand you herewith what purports to be an order in 
that proceeding, personally endorsed by the plaintiff, Mr. T. 
0. Campbell himself, and by the defendant, Myrtice Camp-
bell, entered in Order Book No. 21, page 241, of the Circuit 
Court of the City of Richmond, on April 22nd, 1940, which is 
an adjudication of that case by consent of both parties. 
Note: Receipt ref erred to in previous answer no,,r marked 
'' Exhibit No. 10'' and filed in evidence. 
A. This is an original order entered by the Judge of the 
Circuit Court of the City of Richmond on April 22nd, 1940, 
which dismisses the case from the arg11ment docket and di-
rects the Clerk to file the papers with ended cases. 
Note: Order in question marked "Exhibit No. 11" and 
filed in evidence. 
Q. I hand you herewith in the papers referred to a letter 
dated April 17th, 19'40, which appears to be over the signa-
ture of T. 0. Campbell and Myrtice Campbell, litigants in 
that litigation, requesting the entry of that order. 
A. This is a letter addressed to the Honorable 
page· 285 ~ Julien Gunn, Judge of the Circuit Court of the 
City of Richmond, which is a request to enter a 
decree, the decree that was read a while ago, signed by T. O. 
Campbell and Myrtice M. Campbell. " · 
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Note: Letter in question marked "Exhibit No. 12'' and 
filed in evidence. 
Q. That is all. 
The Witness: Gentlemen, those are permanent records of 
the Circuit Court, and I think if they are to be filed, that at-
tested copies should be filed, since those are a part of our 
closed records. 
Judge Sutton: We will not take the record from you per-
manently. Some provision will be made by which it will be 
returned to you. 
CROSS E;x.AMINATIO.N. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Cottrell. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. The final decree in the case that you have just intro-
duced in the record, that is to say, the annulment suit brought 
by Mr. Campbell against Mrs. Campbell, was a consent de-
cree asked for by both parties, was it not? 
A. I will have to read that. 
Q. You could read it and answer the question. 
page 286 ~ A. I couldn't recall. This is a decree that wa& 
entered by Julien Gunn, Judge of the Circuit 
Court of the City of Richmond, on April 22nd, 1940, with the 
following endorsements on the back of it: ''We both in per-
son ask for this decree. Temple 0. Campbell, Plaintiff. Myr-
tice M. Campbell, Defendant.'' The decree reads as follows : 
Note : Decree read. 
A. ( Continued) In addition, on the back of it, that indi-
cates that a check was issued and extract sent to the bank. 
Mr. Bowles: If Your Honor please, the other Clerk, Mr. 
Purdy, of the Hustings ·Court, Part II, is sitting in the court 
at this time; and, while it is going to another quest.ion, it 
would seem to me we would save a considerable amount of 
time if we considered those papers now, and for the moment 
break what we were proceeding with a while ago, because ap-
parently we have not these papers yet in evidence. 
Mr. Winston: I still say you don't have to bring Mr. Purdy. 
Mr. Bowles: I think that under the circumstances, the 
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way our agree~ent has turned out, I would rather bring· him. 
I 'have already done it now, as he is here. Now, 
page 2S7 ~ it is my understanding, sir, that these papers 
· · have been identified, and that counsel has the 
privilege of objecting to their relevancy as we pick out the 
points which we think are important. 
Judge Sutton: Their relevancy and competency. 
Mr. Bowles: So I do not have to stol! and introduce them 
individually, sir. The theory upon which these papers are 
presented is this, which will appear, I think, from the suit 
itself, when I read this bill of complaint. 
Note: Bill of complaint read in annulment suit of T. 0. 
Campbell v. Myrtice M. Campbell. 
Mr. Bowles: The signatures are written in as well as typed. 
Now, the answer. ~ow, that bill was presented to the Court 
by letter of August 18th, 1939, O'!er the signature of Mr. 
T. 0. Campbell himself, and not by counsel; the letter stat-
ing that memorandum and bill of complaint in the matter of 
Campbell v. Campbell was enclosed, together with check for 
$8.00 to cover the writ tax in the Clerk's Office and Sheriff's 
fees for service of process. Defendant's address is 1211 
Amherst Avenue, Richmond, Virginia, which was the place we 
have already shown that 1\fr. Campbell and Mrs. Campbell 
resided. 
page 288 ~ Now, the answer filed on behalf of Mrs. Camp-
bell by Mr. Ratcliffe as her attorney is as fol-
lows: 
Note: Answer read. 
Mr. Bowles: To that is attached a certified copy of divorce 
decree entered by the Common Pleas Court of Clinton County, 
Ohio, on October 5th, 1928. 
I think, Your Honors, that Mr. Cottrell read the final de-
cree. I would call your attention to the fact that this final 
decree was entered at the joint request, over the signatnre 
of both plaintiff and defendant, and without the intervention 
of either counsel, from the appearance of this paper, and was 
a consent adjudication that Mr. T. 0. Campbell, the com-
plainant, was wrong. in his contention to annul the previous 
marrfoge. or rencl('lr the previous mnrria~e null, or nullify-
ing the previous divorce which he himself as her attorney 
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had procured for her in the course of his representation of 
her as counsel. 
If it is not amiss, Your Honors, at this stage, to depart 
from the order of procedure which we had contemplated at 
this point, without desiring to cut ourselves off, 
page 289 ~ that concludes the evidence on that specific issue, 
that one of the four grounds; and the point of 
the complainant here about that is that the subsequent hus-
band, who had previously been the attorney, in the relation 
of attorney, set up his own negligence or wrong or whatever 
it might be in an effort to secure a nullirfication of the. mar-
riage which had apparently, as these exhibits show, become 
distasteful to him; all of which the complainant thinks is in 
conformity with the charge that that is unworthy conduct on 
the part of the defendant. 
Judge Sutton : Do you have another witness? 
Mr. Bowles: Your Honor, we have a witness, but I am 
very much afraid if we undertake to go into another attempt 
on this thing· we will get ourselves still more confused; but 
from the remark Mr. Winston has made I take it he will have 
no objection to proceeding with these papers subject to our 
being able to prove them by the Clerk. 
Mr. Winston: I thought we had understood all along· that-
Judge Sutton: Do you admit the identity of all these other 
papersf 
page 290 ~ Mr. Winston: I have never raised any ques-
tion-
Judge Sutton: I say, do you admit the identity of them? 
Mr. Winston: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bowles : I think when the Clerk comes-
Judge Wilson: He has admitted it. Let us proceed here. 
Mr. Bowles: I would like to call to the attention of the 
Court that the defendant himself nodded his head in agree-
ment to that. .__ 
Mr. Haddon: The first one of these cases is the Pa~;els 
case; Nao·mi Mae Pa_qels v. Herman Pa,qels. The hill wa8 
filed on September 18th, 19·37. It alleges the marriage, and 
that she was a resident of the State of Virginia, and that 
she was deserted in Trenton, New .Jersey; "that your com-
plainant has ever been a true, faithful and devoted wife,'' 
etc. She alleges various acts of adultery, but the suit was 
decided on the desertion. Now, I want to read the deposition~ 
in this case of the witnesses, who were Naomi ·Pagels and 
Mrs. Virginia Sprague. 
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Note: Depositions in question read. 
Mr. Haddon: Signed by Virginia Sprague, and the depo-
sitions were taken by Bernard vV. James. 
page 291 }- Mr. Bowles: What date? 
Mr. Haddon: On October 20th, 1937, and the 
decree was filed, entered on October 29th, 1937, by Judge 
Wells. 
Mr. Bowles: When was the suit filed? 
Mr. Haddon: The suit was filed September 28th, 1937. 
Mr. Winston: I want to object to the admission of papers 
in that suit. It is not the identity of them, but the relevancy 
to any issue in these proceedings. 
Mr. Haddon: If Your Honors please, that was the same 
reason that I gave before. I don't know whether you want 
me to reiterate it or not, that Naomi Pagels-he secures a 
divorce for Naomi Pagels in 1936, that this letter came from 
Naomi Pagels, which is in evidence, in reference to William 
Campbell; that a letter came from William Campbell, and 
also that Naomi Pagels was a witness in the Sharpham case 
which had been filed on September 21st of 1937. Ella Sharp-
ham filed a divorce and Naomi Pagels was a witness iI) that 
case. And in none of these cases was the question asked-
it was simply asked, where did they live : Richmond, Vir-
ginia; didn't ask where in Richmond, Virginia, 
page 292 }- or ·anything. ,Now, we think it is admiRsible. 
There is no charge as to the Naomi Pagels case, 
but in order to connect Naomi Pagels up with the letter that 
she wrote, then to connect Campbell up with the letter that 
she wrote to Campbell, then to show that Naomi Pag·e]s was 
a witness in the Sharpham case, in which the same stereo-
typed depositions were taken. It is certainly admissible as 
to circumstances; not that it would in itself prove conspiracy, 
or that it in itself would prove it was a fraud on the Court, 
but it certainly is admissible as one of the chains of circum-
stances showing that all of these cases were brought in the 
same court, all depositions were taken before the same Com-
missioner, and in two of these cases the depositions were 
taken even before the bill for divorce was filed. 
Now, here is a question of intention, you might say, fraud; 
incidents which I think the Court would have a rig·ht to con-
sider where there is a specific charge made of fraud in the 
Campbell case and in the Dixon case: the Court would have 
a right to consider other cases of similar character as show-
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oeen fraudulently gotten. 
page 293 ? Note: Witness stands aside. 
Judge Wilson : Haxe you any evidence to prove that the 
testimony taken in that case was not correct? 
Mr. Haddon: Was not correct Y 
Judge Wilson: I mean, in that case, have you any evidence 
that you can produce before this Court to prove that those 
people testified falsely in that case? 
Mr. Haddon : No, sir, none except the circumstances and 
none except the letters that were written. No, we haven't 
any positive evidence. 
Mr. Bowles: If Your Honors please-
Note: Members of the Court confer. 
Mr. Bowles: Before you rule, sir, may I add a word! 
There is another and further reason for putting that particu-
lar suit into evidence. Your Honors ha~e just heard read 
that Mrs. Pagels was a resident of New Jersey for a long 
period of time, of Trenton, New Jersey, where she lived and 
had a husband and bore a child, apparently; that she appears 
to have come to Richmond to see her father, who stayed there; 
in a period of less than a year we :find Mrs. Pagels stating 
that she has residence at 221 Union Street, in the 
page 294 ~ same place, at Trenton, New Jersey, writing 
about other people who are residents of Trenton, 
New Jersey, who want to come to Virginia and get a di-
vorce. 
Now, that person, Mrs. Pagels, went back to Trenton. We 
want to show where Mrs. Pagels came from, where she pre-
viously lived, where she went back to, where she had her life. 
where i::he bad her being; and that is the same Mrs. Pagels 
that wrote this letter which has been introduced into evi-
dence: Trenton, New Jersey, 221 Union Street. "Dear Mr. 
Campbell"-We expect to put on evidence at a later time 
showing what 221 Union Street is and who lives there and 
where these various people live and what transpires there. 
Note: Here followed further argument. 
Judge Sutton: The Court thinks that so much of the reeord 
as shows the various places that Mrs. Pag·els lived at is rele-
vant and competent. For all other purposes the record is 
excluded. 
56 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Mr. Bowles: We have not undertaken, sir, to show any 
fraud in that case. 
Judge Sutton·: Very well, sir. Proceed. 
Mr. Winston: Excepted to by counsel for the defendant. 
Mr. Haddon : Now, in the other case, if Your Honors 
please, the· next case is Ella Sharpham v. Sharpham. The 
bill was filed ·September 21st, 1937. Depositions 
page 295 ~ were filed November 19th, 1937, and the decree 
was entered November 22nd, 1937, by Judge 
Wells in the Husting·s Court, Part II, in which case Mr. 
Campbell appeared as attorney, Mr. T. 0. Campbell appeared 
as attorney. The depositions were taken before Mr. Ber-
nard James, Berna.rd W. James, Commissioner in Chancery. 
It does not say where they were taken. 
The Defendant: Taken in the Hillcrest Building. 
l\fr. Haddon: We have no objection to that g·oing in there, 
that the depositions were taken in the Hillcrest Building·. It 
does not show here. Taken in the Hillcrest Building by Mr. 
Bernard W. James, Commissioner in Chancery. And the 
depositions in this case were taken before the bill was filed, 
pursuant to an affidavit signed by Ella Sharpham. 
Note: Affidavit read. 
Judge Sutton: What was the action of the Court on thaU 
Mr. Haddon: The depositions were taken and the decree 
was entered by the Judge of the Hustings Court, Pa.rt II. 
Judge Sutton: Did the Judge of the Hustings Court, Part 
II, grant her permission to take depositions? 
page 296 ~ Mr. Haddon: The Commissioner in Chancery 
seems to have done it. "This day came :FJlla 
Sharpham-" this is the order entered by the Commissioner 
in Chancery, Bernard W. James. · 
Note: Order in question read. 
Mr. Haddon: Now, the first witness was Ella Sharpham. 
Note: Depositions in the suit of 8harpha11i v. Sharvhani 
read. * "" * 
"Q. Did you come to Virginia for the purpose of obtain-
ing a divorce from your husband f A. I did not.'' 
Judg·e Sutton: The Court rules that you mav read what 
you think is relevant. You do not have to read wl1at the other 
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side thinks is relevant. On cross examination they may offer 





Mr. Haddon: Now, the next witness was this Mrs. Pagels. 
Note: Deposition of Mrs. Pagels read. 
Judge Sutton: ,Vhat is the date of that 7 
Mr. Bowles: The depositions were filed November 19th, 
1937, but they were taken September 20th, 1937. 
page 297 ~ The ,Court: If you have reached a convenient 
point now, we will take a recess. 
Mr. Bowles: Let us see if these people said where they 
had to g;o to work: ".Outside of the City of Richmond." 
Mr. Haddon: I may say a decree was entered in this case 
-I believe I have already stated that-on September 24th, 
1937. That winds this case up. 
Mr. Winston: Your Honor, the admission of that-
Judge Sutton : Mr. Winston, we will hear your objections 
after we return from recess. At this time the Court will take 
a recess until 2 :15. 
Note: Here followed recess. 
Judge Sutton: Did you want to cross examine this last 
witness, or read anything in thereV 
Mr. Winston: No, sir. The last witness simply identified 
papers in a divorce suit, the name of which I don't recall 
now. 
Judge Sutton : Some of the extracts were offered in evi-
dence. 
Mr. ,vinston: No, sir, I simply object to the admissibility 
of those papers for any purpose. I don't know what the 
Court has ruled on it. 
Mr. Haddon: We are calling Mr. Purdy now so 
page 298 ~ that he can identify these papers and get away, 
and then we will pick them up wherever we left 
off. 
58 Supreme Court of .Appeals of Virginia 
CHARLES R. PURDY, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the prosecution, being first 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Mr. Purdy, have you had occasion during· the recess to 
look at each of these ended suits that have been here referred 
to, and can you step over there to this table and call the 
name of the suit and identify it for the purpose of introduc-
tion here as evidence in this record, please T Beforehand I 
wish you would qualify yourself and identify yourself. 
A. Charles R. Purdy. Clerk, Hustings Court, Part II, of 
the City of Richmond. You just want me to give the style 
of the case? 
Q. Yes, sir, just as briefly as you can, identify them, and 
give the date they were filed and the date the final decree 
was entered. 
A. The case of Myrtice May Svrinkle v. William T. 
Sprinkle, is a case that I identify as having been in the Hust-
ings Court, Part II. You say you want the date of that de-
cree? · 
Q. As to that particular one, please, sir, if you 
page 299 ~ will identify each of the papers in that suit. r.rhe 
rest of them you need not do so with such par-
ticularity. 
A. The bill of complaint was filed on January 28th, 1930. 
Bears the signature of W. E. Duval, Clerk, by A. I. Duval, 
Deputy Clerk. 
Note: Bill in question marked '' Exhibit No. 13'' and filed 
in evidence. 
A. Entered on January 28th, 1930. Order of publication in 
the same suit-there is a notation: '' Entered January 28th, 
1930. '' Entered in Order Book 14, page 210. Asked for by 
T. 0. Campbell. 
Note: Order of publication marked "Exhibit No. 14" and 
filed in evidence. 
A. Depositions in the same suit, marked "Filed March 11, 
1930. W. E. Duval, Clerk, by A. I. Duval, Deputy Clerk.'' 
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Note: Depositions marked "Exhibit ,No. 15" and filed in 
evidence. 
A. Decree in the same suit, initialed '' E. H. W. '' 
Q. Who is ''E. H. W.''? 
A. "E. H. W." are the initials of Ernest H. Wells, who 
was Judge of the Hustings Court, Part II, on March 31, 
1930, the date this notation is dated. 
Q. And up until what time was he Judge of the Hustings 
Court, Part II? 
A. September 4th, 1939. That decree bears the 
page 300 r endorsement: '' I respectfully ask for this. T. 
0. Campbell, counsel for the plaintiff.'' 
Note: Decree marked "Exhibit No. 16" and filed in evi-
dence. 
A. Memorandum in the same suit, filed January 28th, 1930. 
Note: Memorandum referred to marked "Exhibit No. 17" 
and filed in evidence. 
A. Affidavit filed in the same suit January 28th, 1930. 
Note: Affidavit referred to marked ".Exhibit No. 18" and 
filed in evidence. 
A. An envelope printed with the name of W. E. Duval, 
Clerk, addressed to William Sprinkle, Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania, returned to writer unclaimed. 
Note: Envelope in question marked "Exhibit No. 19" and 
filed in evidence. 
Q. Just mention the purport of that letter. 
A. Letter bearing date March 10th, 1930, under the printed 
letterhead T. Overton Campbell, addressed to Mr. Walter 
E. Duval, Clerk, Hustings Court, Part IT, Richmond, Vir-
ginia. You say you want it read¥ · 
Q. Yes, if you will. 
A. "In re Sprinkle v. Sprinkle".-
N ote: Letter read, marked '' Exhibit No. 20' ', and filed in 
evidence. 
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Charles R. Purdy. 
A. To which is attached certificate of publica-
page 301 ~ tion. 
Q. 1\fr. Purdy, as far as the other suits are 
concerned, as far as you can, please keep them in chrono-
logical order and. identify the suit and state what the papers 
are. You need not go into as much detail in those. 
A. The suit of Ella Sharpham-
Q. Pagels is the first one. 
A. I beg your pardon. 
Q. If you will give them in chronological order. 
A. Do you want them in the order you have them over 
thereY 
Q. I want the first one first. 
Mr. Haddon: Pagels is the first one. 
A. I see. Nao1ni Mae Pagels v. Herman Pagels, filed Oc-
tober 20th, 1937. 
Q. And what do those papers consist of? Just mention 
the papers that are there. 
A. Consisting of depositions, bill of complaint, decree, 
memorandum ancl affidavit for order of publication, order 
and memorandum. 
Note: Papers referred to in case of Pagels v. Pagels 
marked collectively '' E~ibit No. 21'' and filed in evidence. 
A. Next the case of Ella Sharpham v. Albert Sharpha1n. 
This file consists of bill, decree, de.positions, order, memo-
randum, and envelope returned to sender. 
Q. What date was that filed t 
page 302 ~ A. Memorandum filed September 21st, 1937. 
Note: Papers referred to in case of Sha.rpham v. Sharp-
ham marked collectively "Exhibit No. 22'' and filed in evi-
dence. 
Q. Which is the next one Y 
A. The case of Willia,,n L. Ross v. A.lice DeVinney Ross. 
This file consists of bill, depositions, envelope returned to 
sender, who was A. I. Duval, order of publication, memo-
randum and application for order of publication, and decree. 
The memorandum indicates that this suit was filed on Oc-
tober 11th, 1937. 
T. 0. Campbell v. 3d Dist. Comm. Va. State Bar. 61 
Charles R. Purdy. 
Note: Papers ref erred to in case of Ross v. Ross marked 
collectively ''Exhibit No. 23" and filed in evidence. 
By Mr. Haddon: 
Q. The next is ·wmiam Campbell. 
A. The case of William. M. Campbell v. Elizabeth HUtn-
phreys Campbell; consists of bill of complaint, depositions, 
memorandum and application for order of publication, sub-
poena, envelope returned to sender, decree; and order filed 
indicates suit was instituted on the 30th day of September, 
1938. 
Note: Papers referred to in the case of William M. Camp-
bell v. Elizabeth Humphreys C0;mpbell marked collectively 
"Exhibit No. 24'' and filed in evidence. 
page 303 ~ Q. The next one is Rossi. What have you g·ot 
there? 
A. I see; the next is Lucille Rossi v. Maurice Rossi. This 
consists of a bill, order of publication, memorandum and ap-
plication for order of publication. It is indicated that this 
suit was filed on the 26th day of September, 1938. 
Note: Papers referred to in the case of Rossi v. Rossi 
marked collectively '' Exhibit No. 25·'' and filed in evidence. 
Q. The next is Dixon. 
A. Hazel L. Dixon, v. Willia1n H. Dixon, consists of bill, 
depositions, decree, order of publication, memorandum and 
application for order of publication, subpoena, and letter to 
the Clerk by :Mr. T. 0. Campbell bearing date November 7th, 
1938. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. What does that say? 
A. The letter is addressed to Mr. A. I. Duval, Clerk, Hust-
ings Court, Part II, Richmond, Virginia: "My dear Mr. 
Duval: I enclose herewith bill, affidavit for order of publi-
cation, and order of publication, which I will appreciate if 
you will have the Judge to enter. I also enclose herewith my 
check for $6.50 to cover costs. I am, Very respectfully, T. 0. 
Campbell.'' 
page 304 ~ Q. What date was that suit instituted Y 
A. The suit was filed, according to the memo-
randum for order of publication, November 8th, 1938. 
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Charles R. Purdy. 
Note: Papers ref erred to in the case of Dixon v. Dixon 
marked collectively '' E,xhibit No. 26'' and filed in evidence. 
Mr. Bowles: That is all I want to ask him. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Purdy. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long have you been Clerk of the Hustings Court, 
Part II? 
A. Since 1F·ebruary 1st, 19·39. 
Q. During which time did Mr. Campbell have occasion to 
bring suits there? Did you come in contact with him in said 
Court, 
A. Mr. Campbell has brought a number of divorce suits, 
and some kind of law suit, since I have been there, yes, sir. 
Q. I see. Well, during your incumbency in office or other-
wise, during your incumbency as Clerk or otherwise, have 
you ever had occasion to question the honesty or integrity 
of-? 
Mr. Bowles: If Your Honors please, that is not in issue. 
page 305 ~ Q. -the practice methods of Mr. Campbell in 
your court? 
Mr. Bowles: If that is undertaken to be put in on the basis 
of character testimony, that is not the issue of such testi-
mony, as I understand the proposition. It would be one's repu-
tation, and not a personal experience of the individual with 
another individual. 
Judge Sutton: That is not the proper way to proceed to 
prove reputation. 
Mr. Winston: Your Honor, I am not undertaking to prove 
general reputation. '-' 
Judge Sutton: I did not hear you, Mr. Winston. 
Mr. Winston: Sir? 
Judge Sutton: I did not hear you. 
Mr. Winston: I am not attempting to prove Mr. Carny_... 
bell's general reputation. I don't think his general reputa-
tion is in issue. But here is an official of the verv court-
Judge Sutton: I understand they are putting:· it in issue 
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by these charges, and you would have the opportunity to 
prove his good reputation if you wish to. But this is an at-
tempt to prove his reputation; the question is not framed in 
the proper way. 
Mr. Winston: I am not attempting to prove 
page 306 ~ his general reputation, but there has been evi-
dence damaging-attempting to prove by infer-
ence and by circumstances that he has been guilty of mal-
practice in that court. 
Judge Sutton: You may offer evidence to contradict any 
of the facts that have been proven. 
Mr. Winston: Well, I don't know what Mr. PU:rdy's knowl-
edge would be, except as to-
Judge Sutton: Then the objection is sustained to that line 
of examination. 
Mr. Winston: We except, Your Honor. 
The Court: Any further questions Y 
Mr. Winston: Upon the insistence of my client I would 
like to ask this further question: 
Q. Are you familiar with the general reputation of Mr. T. 
0. Campbell for truth and veracity? 
The Court: (Judge Sutton) I did not hear your question. 
Mr. Winston: I think there is something wrong with the 
acoustics at this point. 
Judge Sutton: I think you are not speaking as loud as 
you might, Mr. Winston. 
Mr. Winston: The question was, whether he was familiar 
with the general reputatfon of Mr. T. O. Camp-
page 307 ~ bell for truth and veracity in the neighborhood 
in which he lives and practices. 
A. I have never heard Mr. Campbell's reputation-
Judge Sutton: Mr. Purdy, he asked you if you were fa-
miliar with his reputation. Yes or no is the answer to that 
question. You can qualify it. 
A. I will say no. 
Q. Then I have no further question to ask you. That is all. 
Witness stood aside. 
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Mr. Haddon: The next case is William L. Ross v. Alice De-
Vinney Ross. . 
!fr. Winston: Is that the case you introduced before lunch t 
Mr. Haddon : No, this is a new case. 
Mr. Winston: What I was interested in, I made an ob-
jection ju~.t.as .the Court recessed, and I don't think the Court 
has ever pa~sed on that so we could except to it. 
Judge. Sutton: Mr. Winston, I still have to ask you. to 
speak a little louder. 
Mr. Winston: Your Honor, just as the Court recessed for 
lunch, Mr .. Bowles or Mr. Haddon concluded the introduc-
tion of the papers in a suit. I objected to it and 
page 308} was told by the Court that it would hear my ob-
jection immediately after lunch. I don't know 
whether the Court has passed on it, and I want to be sure 
that the objection was in the record. 
Judge Sutton: We will hear it right now. 
Mr. Winston: Your Honor, I don't want to argue it, just 
on the same grounds I arg-ued on the other case, that it had 
no relevancy to any of the issues before the Court at this 
time. They are attempting to show, as I understand the pur-
pose of the introduction of the papers, that some other party 
-they had duplicate witnesses in two divorce cases, or one 
witness testified in both. That is what I understood, and that 
is not relevant. So our objection is that that is not relevant 
to any of the charges before the Court in this hearing. Mr. 
Campbell is charged with colluding with Naomi Pagels for 
the purpose of getting non-resident persons to institute di-
vorce proceedings in a Virginia court, and, secondly, that he 
colluded with those non-residents to defraud the Hustings 
Court, Part II. The vice of their evidence, it seems to me, 
is this : They are first inf erring that there was collusion in 
the first place, and on that inference they are at-
page 309 r tempting to deduce another inference. In other 
words, they are trying to pyramid inf ere nee on 
inference. That is our contention, and that you can not draw 
an inference from any set of circumstances until the facts 
are established, either circumstantially or by direct evidence, 
before vou can draw inferences. You c.an not draw an in-
ference"' from an inference. 
Judge Sutton: Do you wish to say anything further, Mr. 
Haddon? 
:M:r. Haddon: No, sir. 
Judge Sutton: The objection is sustained. 
Mr. Bowles: If Your Honors please, the objection will be 
sustained, as I understand, to the extent that the papers 
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themselves in. toto were not admitted, but those portions of 
them that show the residence of the persons who were testi-
fying and who were parties in this suit-
Judge Sutton: vVe ruled that wherever they show the 
residence of the parties in the Campbell case, I think it was-
Mr. Bowles: Yes, sir. 
Judge Sutton: -that that was proper testimony and rele-
vant; but the rest of the paper will be excluded. 
page 310} Mr. Bowles: I am under a misapprehension, 
sir. The Pagels case was the one that we were 
discussing. And I understood the Court's ruling to be that 
it could be shown by the Pagels suit, where witnesses in that 
suit were subsequently parties themselves, and what their 
residence was. That is the purpose we had in mind in in-
troducing these papers. And this one which we are now 
about to speak of, the Sharpham case and the Rossi case, con-
tinue that line, that and showing what the residence was. 
For that purpose, I understand that it can be introduced. 
Judge Sutton: Yes, and the rest of it is excluded. All else 
will be excluded. 
Mr. Bowles: I understood that, sir. 
Mr. Winston: I would like to note an exception for the 
record as to the ruling of the Court, so far as it permits the 
introduction for any purpose. 
Mr. Haddon: Then the next would be the William Camp-
bell case. 
Judge vVilson: That case is one on which you have a speci-
fication? 
Mr. Haddon: Yes, sir, that is one in which we have a speci-
fication. The record shows that the bill was filed 
page 311 } September 20th, 1938; the depositions were taken 
on .November 7th, 1938. The appearance was T. 
0. Campbell, attorney for the plaintiff, and no appearance on 
behalf of the defendant. Bernard W. James, Commissioner 
in Chancery. 
Note: At this point Mr. Haddon read the depositions in 
the William 1vI. Campbell case. 
Judge Sutton: What was the date of that deposition? 
Mr. Haddon: The date of this deposition was November 
7th, 1938. 
Judge Wilson: May I ask what was the date of that letter 
you read this morning f 
l\ir. Haddon: The date of that letter is September 10th, 
1938. 
/ 
Supreme Court of .Appeals of Virginia 
Note : Mr. Haddon concluded reading testimony of Hazel 
Dixon in the William M. Campbell case. 
J\fr. Haddon: Those depositions were filed on November 
7th, 1938. · 
Judge Sutton: ,vhat did she say about residence? 
Mr. Haddon: You mean Hazel Dixon t She did not give 
any. She was not asked what her residence was. 
Mr. Winston: She said ''Richmond''. 
Mr. Haddon: I don't think she gave any. S"he does not 
give her residence at all. 
Mr. Winston: That is the Campbell caseY 
page 312 ~ Mr. Haddon: This is the Campbell case. 'l'he 
decree in this case was entered on November 10th, 
19'38. This was entered on the ground of adultery, and the 
notation on the affidavit on which the notice ,vas sent gives 
the address of the defendant, Elizabeth Humphreys Camp-
bell, as Trenton, New Jersey. 
Mr. Winston: You are through with that one? 
Mr. Haddon: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Winston: I just want to note an exception to the ad-
mission of that set of papers on the ground that it establishes 
nothing. It is submitted they have got to speak for them-
selves; that the divorce was obtained. 
Judge Sutton: Let me see those papers, the Campbell pa-
pers. 
Note: Papers passed up to the Court. 
Judge Sutton: The objection is overruled. 
Mr. Winston: Exception noted. 
J\fr. Haddon: The next is Hazel Dixon v. ·william H. Dixon. 
The bill was filed November 8th, 1938. The depositions were 
taken on the 27th of December, 1938, before Mr. Houston 
Brett, Notary Public. Present was T. 0. Campbell and Hazel 
L. Dixon. 
page 313 ~ Note: Mr. Haddon reads depositions in case 
of Dixon v. Dixon. 
Mr. Haddon: At this point I would like to call to the at-
tention of the Court that Mrs. Simon was not asked wbe1·e 
her husband was, nor was she asked a corroborating question 
as to whether Hazel Dixon, her daughter, had been a bona fide 
resident of the State of Virginia and Citv of Richmond dur-
ing the previous year. The decree in this case was entered 
on December Both, 1938. 
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The Defendant: Judge, hand me one of those personal 
service things in that case. 
Mr. Haddon: You can :find it after a while. . I think prob-
ably it was; she was here as a witness in the Campbell case, 
Hazel Dixon, and she might have gotten personal service on 
her. We have one other case, the Lucille Rossi case. 
Mr. Winston: Wait one second. Have you :finished with 
the Dixon case Y 
Mr. Haddon: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Winston: The Dixon case comes· under one of the 
specifications of collusion and the perpetration of a fraud 
on the Hustings ·Court, Part II, so I move to strike. I ob-
ject to the introduction of the suit papers in that 
page 314} case, showing nothing on its face, any collusion 
or any fraud on the Hustings -Court, Part II, or 
any other court. 
,Judge Sutton: Do you expect to offer any other evidence 
with regard to the conduct of the Dixon case Y 
Judge Haddon : Yes, sir. 
Judge Sutton: Then we will defer a ruling on that ques-
tion until we have had that, at which time you can renew your 
motion. 
Mr. Winston: I can renew my motion Y 
Mr. Haddon: Now, then, the case of Lucille Rossi v. Mau-
rice Rossi. The bill was :filed on September 26th, 1938. It 
is only introduced for the purpose of showing that the de-
fendant, whose address was given as Trenton, New Jersey-
Judge Sutton: Who is the defendant, Mr. Haddon 7 
Mr. Haddon: Maurice Rossi. 
Mr. Winston: Is that introduced in evidence? 
Mr. Haddon: It is already in evidence. 
Judge Arnold: .Offered in evidence for what purpose Y 
Mr. Haddon: For the purpose of showing that the de-
fendant was a resident of Trenton, New Jersey. 
Mr. Winston: I will ask whether or not that suit was not 
dismissed on its face. 
page 315 } Mr. Haddon: It was dismissed. 
Mr. Winston: Without action by the CourU 
Was it dismissed by decree T I just want to see whether or 
not I am going to object to it. 
Mr. Haddon: The decree dismissed it. Yes, it was dis-
missed by decree. 
Mr. Winston: Did it state for what reason? 
Mr. Bowles : The plaintiff didn't want to prosecute it. It 
was stricken from the docket. 
Note: Portion of decree read. 
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Mr. Winston: What is the date of that decree? 
Mr. Haddon : I would say it was entered-it is not shown. 
Mr. Bowles: The date has been proved. It was September 
28th, 1938, by Mr~ Purdy. 
Mr. Hadd<;m.: The decree dismissing was entered Novem-
ber 23, 1938. 
Mr. Winston: That is the Rossi case? 
Mr. Haddon-: Rossi, yes, sir. The address was given as 
124 Fulton Street, Trenton, New Jersey. 
Mr. Winston: That is, of the defendanU 
Mr. Haddon: The defendant, yes, sir. Those are all the 
records. 
page 316 ~ TEMPLE OVERTON CAMPBELL, 
the defendant, being recalled to the witness stand, 
testified further as follows : 
Mr. Bowles: Will you step around a minutet 
The Defendant: I refuse to testify, sir. 
Judge Wilson: Wait a minute. Mr. Winston, do you make 
any motion in regards to those? 
Mr. Winston: Yes, sir, I just want to put in my usual mo-
tion to exclude them. Of course it is irrelevant to any issue. 
Judge Sutton: That motion will be sustained. That evi-
dence is irrelevant, too remote. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Do you want to go around? 
A. I will go around. I will tell you everything I know. I 
have g·ot nothing in the world to hide. I am sorry I took the 
position I did this morning. 
Q. I want to show you, Mr. Campbell, an air mail letter in 
an envelope addressed to T. 0. Campbell, 1211 Amherst Ave-
nue, Richmond, Virginia, with "Air Mail'' on it in three 
places, postmarked Trenton, New Jersey, November 14-th, 
at 8:00 P. M., which letter is from Hazel L. Dixon. Did you 
get that letter? 
A. No, i,ir, I did not. 
page 317 ~ Q. You did not get it? 
A. No, sir. 1211 Amherst Avenue, wasn't iU 
I saw it, yes, sir, down by the Bar Committee. 
Q. But you had never seen it before? 
A. Not before down there, no, sir. 
Q. That is not-
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A. Because I am going to tell you the reason for it. At 
that time I had been in bed for over four months with ar-
thritis. I couldn't even get around. I had to walk on crutches. 
I couldn't get around for four months, anyway. I had to be 
transported around from hospital to hospital. I didn't get 
that letter, sir. 
Q. That is your home address, isn't it¥ 
A. That is my house address, not home. 
Q. That is where you were? 
A. That is my house address. 
Q. At the time f 
A. I slept there, I sleep there, but I don't have any home 
there, sir. 
Q. Well, at the time you were in this condition that you 
were in, that you spoke of, November 14th, 1938; you were 
at that address, were you not? 
A. I am still there, sir. I have my room there. 
Q. I am not talking about now. I am talking about then. 
A. Yes, sir, I had it then, and I have it now. I 
page 318 ~ live in my room, she liyes in her room. And she 
will verify as a fact that she :filed this complaint 
against me purely for malice. I did not get that letter, sir. 
Judge ,vnson: He said, Mr. Bowles, he was there and is 
there now. 
Mr. Bowles: I just want to be sure it was clear, sir . 
.A.. I didn't get it. 
Q. Now, Mr. Campbell, there are certain things referred 
to in this letter that I want to ask you about. This letter wa~ 
written by Hazel L. Dixon on behalf of William M. Camp-
bell-
Mr. Winston: Your Honor, I would like to object to that 
line of questioning, inasmuch as Mr. Campbell has already 
testified that he never received that letter. The first time 
he saw it was down at the Bar. 
Judge Sutton: As I understand, Mr. Bowles is now at-
tempting to refresh his memory, asking him something about 
that letter. I think the better way would be to let Mr. Camp-
bell read that letter and then you can question him. 
Mr. Bowles: I will be very glad to. As to whether that 
refreshes his memory--
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A. No, sir, I didn't receive that letter, and I 
page 319 ~ never made any response to it. 
Q. I understand that was your statement. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. I want to ask you about some of the contents of this 
letter. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. This letter purports to haxe been written by Hazel L. 
Dixon, who is the same person who testified as a corroborat-
ing witness in the depositions taken on behalf of William 
M. Campbell by you Y 
A. I couldn't identify her. I reckon it is half a dozen 
Hazel Dixons. I have got one negro woman named Hazel 
Dixon. 
· Q. Did she live in Trenton, New Jerseyt 
A. I don't know where she lived, I am frank to state. 
Q. I mean, did the negro woman live in Trenton, New J er-
seyY 
A. No, sir, I don't know where she lives. If I get my fee. 
then I leave it up to them to get in touch with me as to the 
taking of depositions. 
Q. You get-Y 
A. Wait a minute. Let me answer my question. 
Q. Very well, sir. 
A. If I proceed by order of publication, I tell tliem, it used 
to be 43 days, I believe, but now it is 38, I think, under the 
new law. I tell them to get in touch with me. 
page 320 ~ That is, if they pay my fee in advance. If they 
don't, then I am very careful to g·et their ad-
dresses. 
Q. Now, what I am addressing my question to is that Hazel 
Dixon, as has just been shown, was the corroborating witness 
in the divorce suit of William M. Campbell against his wife. 
A. I don't know which Hazel Dixon it was, now; I don't 
know. 
Q. Well, a Hazel Dixon was? 
A. Yes, a Hazel Dixon was. 
Q. A Hazel Dixon was Y 
A. I reckon so, if the records show it. 
Q. I understand. Now, when Mr. Campbell came down 
here about his divorce, he brought Hazel Dixon with him, did 
he not? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. She was present, was she not? 
A. No, sir. 
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Q. She was present at the time that Mr. Campbell gave 
his deposition? 
A. I don't know who was present; whoever the witness 
was. I couldn't tell you. 
Q. Where was Hazel Dixon a telephone operator? 
A. I couldn't tell you any more than you know. If you 
know, you can tell me. I don't know. 
Q. Now, the decree in the Campbell case, it appears from 
these records, was entered on November 14th. 
page 321 ~ Did Mr. Campbell inquire of you with any degree 
of impatience, to hurry up and get him a certi-
fied copy of that decree Y 
A. I think so, on account of this child-; he wanted some 
provision there about his child. He represented to me that 
he lived at 1711 Grove Avenue, or Hanover, I don't know 
which it was, and that he was a traveling· man. 
Q. Now, did you send those statements to him? 
A. I am confident I did, sir. · 
Q. Did yon send them by mail f 
A. Absolutely, I did. . 
Q. Was there any difficulty in his getting those papers? 
A. I don't know of any. 
Q. Was there not some correspondence about the papers 
not arriving? 
A. I don't know, sir. I don't think so. I may have had. 
Q. Did you not receive this letter that you have just read?-
A. No, sir, I did not receive that letter. 
Q. Just a minute. Let me finish my question. Did you 
-not receive this letter which you have just read from Hazel 
Dixon to T. 0. Campbell asking you to hurry up and send 
Mr. William Campbell's papers to him? 
A. I did not, sir. I have told you that once, that I did not 
receive that letter. 
Q. Now, I want to ask you this : In the divorce suit of 
Hazel L. Dixon, when Hazel L. Dixon testified as 
page 322 } your client in her own divorce suit, in which you 
were representing her-
A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. -she gave as her address, the place where she last co-
habited with Mr. Dixon, as 305 Johnson Avenue, Trenton, 
New .Jersey? 
A. If she testified to it, I don't know any differently. 
Q. So far as you knew that was correct? 
A. That is correct, sir. 
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Q. This letter comes from Hazel Dixon at 305 Johnson 
Avenue, Trenton, New Jersey. Does that refresh your memory 
any? 
A. No, sir. I am frank to state to this Honorable Court 
and counsel for the prosecution that in every case I am very 
particular to ascertain from them and tell them that in order 
to get a valid divorce they have to have their bona fide domi-
cile and residence in the State of Virginia for more than 
one year, and that they can not come to Virginia for the ex-
press purpose of getting the divorce. I might further state 
that I had a letter a ·few days ago. I don't know what the 
purpose of it was, from Bronx, New York; the man's name 
was-I don't lmow what his name was; he wanted a divorce 
and claimed he was a very prominent man here, and he was 
up there taking finger-printing classes. He sent me $25.00, 
a money order, so I returned it to him for the rea-
page 323 ~ son that, and I told him, he would have to assure 
me of his bona fide residence here. 
Q. That was after this proceeding was brought, wasn't it f 
A. No, sir, it was not, sir. 
Q. You said a few days ago, I believe. 
A. I had. another letter from him a few days ago. 
Q. What I want to ask you is this, for the purpose of this 
record, please, sir. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. A client that you represented and filed a bill for divorce 
for, Hazel Dixon, on November 8th, 1938; her name was 
Hazel L. Dixon, and she lived, or last cohabited with her 
husband, Mr. Dixon, at 305 Johnston Avenue, Trenton, New 
Jersey? 
A. I don't know, sir. 
Q. Will you look at that and see it. I am reading from 
the record. 
A. I don't know whether she did or not. 
Q. You asked her that question, according· to that deposi-
tion, as to where did sl1e last cohabit, and that is what she 
said? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you have any reason to believe that she was testi-
fying untruthfully! 
A. No, sir, I did not. 
Q. As to where she last cohabited f 
page 324 ~ A. No, sir, I did not, and I don't now. 
Q. Now, this letter which I have shown to yon 
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comes from a Hazel L. Dixon who gives her address as 305 
Johnson Avenue, Trenton, New Jersey, addressed to you, 
and she refers to the fact that you have not sent forward 
Mr. William M. Campbell's papers in connection with his 
divorce suit, he living at 198 Brunswick Avenue, Trenton, 
New Jersey? 
A. What do you want to ask meY 
Q. This has been addressed to your house, and has been 
opened, and you never saw it T 
A. No, sir. 
Mr. Bowles: Now, if Your Honors please, I would like to 
submit this letter to the Court and ha':e the Court read this 
letter. 
The Witness: Judge, I ask that it be excluded. 
Mr. Bowles: And it appears now that, unless there is a 
rather remarkable coincidence in names, addresses and per-
sonalities involved, it is sufficient already to warrant the in-
troduction of this letter in evidence. 
Judge Sutton: How do you identify that letter as hav-
ing reached Mr. Campbell? 
Mr. Bowles: That, sir, we will have to take up at another 
point, and by another witness; but I would like at this 
point-
page 325 ~ Judge Sutton: Until that time I do not think 
you oug·ht to introduce that letter. 
Mr. Bowles: Very ,.vell, sir. That is all, ]\fr. Campbell. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Campbell, who was Mrs. Henrietta Seeman¥ 
A. I don't kno,·v, any more than she-
Q. Was she related to Mrs. Dixon, so far as you lmowT 
A. I understood it was her mother. 
Q. Where did that lady live? 
A. Lived in Richmond, 917 West Grace Street, I under-
stood. 
Q. Does she still live here Y 
A. That is my understanding. And so far as Mrs.-wha1. 
was her name? Pannell-What was her name? 
Mr. Bowles: I don't know who you are talking about. 
Mr. Haddon: Pagels? 
A. Pagels. Mrs. Pagels' mother is still living here in Rich-
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mond. Mrs. Pagels has g·one to Florida. I made every effort 
to contact her, but I haven't been able to do so. in order to 
have her here today. And Mr. Campbell represented him-
self as living at 1711-either Gro~e or Hanover Avenue, I 
don't know which. 
Q. Well, did Mrs. Dixon make any representations as to 
her residence, place of residence Y 
A. Certainlv. She said she lived here in Rich-
page 326 ~ mond. w 
Q. Did she give any particular point in the 
City of Richmond Y 
A. She lived at 912 West Grace Street. 
Q. Was that where Mrs. Simon (Seeman) lived! 
A. I don't know now, Judge. I didn't ask Mrs. Simon her 
address. · 
Judge Wilson: Mr. Bowles, have you got a letter there 
addressed-that you received from Mr. CampbelH 
Mr. Bowles: What is that, sir? 
Judge Wilson: May I see that letter? 
Mr. Bowles: Yes, sir. 
The Witness: From me, Judge? 
Judge Wilson: No, sir. I just want to look at this letter 
now. 
Mr. Winston: Did vou want us to wait? 
Judge Wilson: I want to ask this gentleman a question, 
if you all have finished. 
By Judge Wilson: 
Q. Mr. Campbell, I would like to ask you this question. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You admitted this morning that you got a letter ad-
dressed to '' C. 0. Campbell'' which was dated September 
10th, 1938, signed by William Campbell, having gotten that 
letter from Trenton, New Jersey. ·what is your explana-
tion, if any, that you started a. suit here for that 
page 327 ~ man, claiming that he was a resident of the State 
of Virginia for a year f 
A. All right, Judge, I can explain that very readily, sir. 
Q. I will be very glad to hear what you have to say, sir. 
A. He wrote me that letter, and he called me over the tele-
phone. I had been down with the arthritis for over four 
months, I think, and he called me at my home. I went down 
to the office and he assured me that he lived at 1711 Hanover 
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or Grove Avenue, I don't know which, because I always tell 
them that the divorce will be absolutely invalid unless they 
have had the actual bona fide domicile and residence in Vir-
ginia for more than one year. And on that he made an ap-
plication for an order of publication, which he swore to, and 
the deposition will show that he swore to it. So I don't feel 
that I should, any time I get a divorce case, go around and 
live with the people and find out whether they have been liv-
ing here for a year or not. I don't mean to be discourteous 
to the Court or anything; I just rely upon what they tell me. 
I tell them what the requirements of the law are. 
Q. Did you refer to the fact that you got a letter from 
him in New Jersey and ask for any explanation! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What explanation, if any, ·did he givef 
A. He said that he travelled. 
Q. Oh, yes. 
page 328} A. And.I might tell you further, Your Honor. 
He was in a yellow automobile, and he went from 
here-the office-a Yellow cab, I believe it was. 
Mr. Bowles: Are you through with what you had to say, 
sirY 
The Witness: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Winston: I just want to note my objection to any 
allusion to this letter. I have already noted it, but I am sav-
ing my point. And I object to any discussion of this letter 
or any reference to it i.n any way as a communication between 
a client and counsel. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Now, Mr. Campbell-
Judge Sutton: Which letter are you talking about, Mr. 
Winston? 
Mr. Winston: The one to Mr. C. 0. Campbell. 
The Witness: Not that one. 
Mr. Winston: Who was it addressed tot 
The Witness: T. 0. Campbell. 
Judge Sutton: He says he received that letter. 
Mr. Winston: I understand that, but I am objecting to 
it on the ground that it is a communication between counsel 
and -client. 
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Judge Sutton : Didn't we rule on that this 
page 329 ~ morning? 
· · Judge Wilson: Yes, sir. 
Judge Sutton: Same ruling. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Mr. Campbell, when you got this letter from Mr. Wil-
liam Campbell-
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -I understand from what you have said that he came 
down to see you after that! 
A. Absolutely, he did, sir. 
Q. And thereafter you went ahead with the divorce pro-
ceeding and filed it, as the record shows, on September 30th, 
1938? 
A. I don't know what date it was, but I filed it. 
Q. This letter is written on September loth, 1938, and in 
it he says that he has been separated since February, 1937, 
and he left his wife and child, though he continued to sup-
port them, and 11 months later his wife "turned the boy 
over to me, saying she didn't see why she should be tied 
down with the child while I was free to do as I pleased. I 
have had full custody of the child since that time and she 
has made no effort to get him back, although she does visit 
him occasionally at the home where he is boarding, and I 
learned indirectly that she obtained a position in New York 
City." 
Note : Remainder of letter read. 
Q. He refers also to the fact that he had been 
page 330 ~ in contact with Mrs. Pagels, that Mrs. Pagels 
had written to you, and you had replied to her 
letter, and then he came down to see you. Now, did that let-
ter not put you on notice that this man spent most of his time, 
if he was not a resident, in Trenton, New Jersey f 
A. No, sir. He told me he lived at 1711, either Grove or 
Hanover Avenue. It didn't mean anything to me. It meant 
it to him. Because I told him that the divorce would be in-
valid if he didn't live here, and if he came here for that pur-
pose it would be invalid. A whole lot of people got the idea 
that they can go to Reno, Nevada, but if tl1e defendant don't 
appear, I don't think the divorce is any good. 
Q. You were not concerned, as I understand it, as to 
whether the divorce was any good or not, then, on what vou 
saw from this letter and what inquiries you made of hini? 
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A. No, sir. I most assuredly did not. 
Q. Why did you not undertake to show in the deposition 
that he made where he lived, whether at 1711 Hanover Ave-
nue, or-f 
A. Well, not to disappoint Your Honors, I am going to 
carefully retire from the prosecution of all my divorce cases 
as to all courts in Richmond. 
Q. Now, you did not, in the Campbell divorce suit, or in 
any other of these divorce suits, say anything, 
page 331 ~ show anything more about the residence of a per-
son in Richmond than merely Richmond, Vir-
ginia. You didn't ask them the street number, where they 
lived. 
A. You are asking· the question and answering it, too, for 
me. 
Q. ·wen, I won't do that, sir. Did you or did you not ask 
for the street address in the Campbell di~orce case¥ 
.A.. Yes, sir. 
Q. You did ask for iU 
A. He didn't pay me. 
Q. Did you ask for it in the deposition f 
A. No, sir, booause he paid me when he took the depositiou. 
Q. You did not prove the street address in the deposition Y 
A. No, sir, I did not, and I will say, furthermore, that I 
reckon I have gotten-I don't know how many divorces, but 
when they pay me, it ain't a question in my mind-
Judge Sutton: Mr. Campbell, suppose you just answer 
the questions that are asked you. Your counsel will have 
ample opportunity to put on-
The Witness: Yes, sir. 
Q. There is only one other question. What was the occa-
sion, if you were satisfied this gentleman lived at 1711 Han-
over, or Grove, or whatever it was, for your so meticulously 
warning him that if he didn't live there that his divorce 
wouldn't be any good¥ 
A. I advise all my clients who apply for or ask 
page 332 ~ me to g·et a divorce that unless they have had an 
actual bona fide domicile and residence in tho 
State of Virginia for more than one year next preceding- the 
institution of the suit that the divorce would be invalid. 
Furthermore, I advise them, if I have any question that they 
we1·e from out of the State and came to Virginia for the pur-
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pose of obtaining a divorce, that such a divorce would be in-
valid. 
Q. Is that all, sir T 
A. Yes. 
Q. We have no further questions. 
CROSS E.XAMIN.ATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Campbell. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. In the divorce suits that you bring in the various courts 
in Richmond and vicinity, is it your practice to ask the wit-
nesses or the plaintiff their street addresses? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. How frequently did you do it? 
A. The only time I do it, Judge Winston, is when they 
haven't paid me. I want the address so that I can,-if I 
have to sue them and get judgment against them, I know 
where to catch them. 
Q. That is the only time you ask that? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 333 ~ Q. So I presume that in these cases the fees 
had already been paid or provided fort 
A. Yes, sir,· they paid me part at the commencement of 
the suit and the other part at the commencement of taking 
depositions. I have Mrs. Monahan right now, to get a de-
cree of separation for her, and I have no more idea where 
she lives than you do. 
Q. So that when you ask that question, that is for your en-
lightenment rather than for the enlightenment of the Court 01 
A. That is the only thing·, Your Honor. 
By Mr. Bowles : 
Q. You mean that when you get these divorces you just 
don't know anything ahout where these people live T 
A. No, sir. 
Mr. Winston: That is street addresses, :Mr. Bowles. 
The Court : Any further questions? 
Mr. Winston: I have none at this time. 
The Court: Mr. Bowles, have you any further qucstioni:;? 
Mr. Bowles: No, sir. 
The Witness: I want to testify right now, Your Honor, in 
my own behalf. 
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Judge Sutton: You will be allowed to at the proper time, 
to put on your testimony. 
The Witness: I understood, Your Honor, that 
page 334 ~ they were through. 
Judge Sutton: Have you rested your case Y 
Mr. Bowles: No, sir. 
STUART G. CHRISTIAN, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the prosecution, being first 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Haddon: 
Q. Your name is Stuart G. Christian f 
A. Stuart G. Christian. I am a member of the Richmond 
Bar, and much to my regret Chairman of the Third District 
Committee of the Virginia Integrated Bar. 
Q. You stated, I believe, you are Chairman of the Third 
District Committee of the Bar T 
· A. That is right, sir. 
Q. Were you Chairman of the Committee which preferred 
certain charges against or heard the charges which were pre-
ferred against Mr. T. 0. Campbell? 
A. Yes, sir, I was, Mr. Haddon. 
Q. Those proceedings were held on October 20th, 1939, and 
November 14th, 1939, were they not? 
A. That is correct, sir. In the non-jury court-
page 335 ~ room in the Federal Building. I think you were 
present on both occasions; certainly one. 
Q. At the hearing on October 20th, 1939, please state 
whether or not Mr. Campbell made certain statements in 
reference to conduct between him and his-Mrs. Myrtice 
Campbell before they were married. 
A. He did. Gentlemen of the Court, I recall the occurrence 
with great clearness, because to my mind it was one of the 
most remarkable public statements I had ever heard made 
by any man. 
Q. Were these statements taken down by a stenographer? 
A. They were, sir. 
Q. And were they written out Y 
A. They were, sir. . 
Q. I hand you a copy of the record, the stenographic rec-
ord of these proceedings. Will you please look at page 126,-
at the bottom, and refresh your memory and see whether or 
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not that was the statement made by Mr. Campbell when he 
was before that Committee, and if so, will you read it? 
A. Now, this was Mr. Leroy Cohen of the H,ichmond Bar, 
who is a member of this Committee, and he was questioning 
Mr. Campbell,. and he said: "Q. May I ask you one question f 
I don't know that it is a fair question. If it is not, your at-
torney can direct you not to answer it or answer it. A. Y eb, 
sir. Q. Can you account for the fact that so many 
page 336 ~ of these divorces, these divorce cases, apparently, 
including those that you have read into the rec-
ord, these inquiries- A. Yes, sir. Q. -came from New 
Jersey? A. I cannot. Q. And especially Trenton? A. No. 
I got some from Pennsylvania. Q. You have no explanation 
for that? A. None whatever, sir.'' Now, the stenographer 
notes this: "Letter from Hazel L. Dixon to T . .0. Campbell 
dated November 14th, 1938, marked 'Exhibit 16' and filed in 
evidence.'' 
At that point-I was acting as Chairman-I said: "Any 
other questions, gentlemen of the Committee?'' 
You want me to read any further, with that-? 
Q. Now, keep on-
Mr. Winston: May I ask Mr. Christian a question before 
he proceeds with it? 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Christian, wasn't that part of the testimony whicl1 
you do not prefer to read, wasn't that ordered that it be 
stricken from the records of your Committee? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. It was not f 
A. No, sir. 
Mr. Haddon: That is just the way that what he is g·oing· 
to read came up. That is an introduction to wliat 
page 337 ~ he is now going· to read, merely to show you the 
proceedin~ was concluded at that point, at that 
point Mr. Christian asked whether there was any inquiry. · 
A. Mr. Vaug·han Gary, who was also a member of the 
Committee, says: "1\fr. Campbell wants to make a state-
ment." Mr. Campbell then said: "I want to make this sta tc-
ment to you gentlemen. I think probably I am a victim of 
circumstances. I think maybe I am wrong. You gentlemen 
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might think that I am wrong in saying so. In 1928 Mr. Frank 
S. Richardson and Mr. Gordon Ober and myself were at the 
Richmond Hotel. vVe were drinking-'' 
By Judge Wilson: 
Q. Mr. Christian, before you go any further, that has some-
thing to do with the relations between him and his wife¥ 
A. That is rig·ht, sir. Prior to their marriage, sir. "We 
were drinking. It was deep snow on the ground. I think it 
was in February. I called up the supposed to be Mrs. Camp-
bell now. She sent a bellhop up there-'' 
Note : Passage from previous testimony read through : 
"So I agreed to meet her, which I did." 
Mr. Winston: May it please the Court, may I ask Mr. 
Christian a question which might aid the Court in determin-
ing whether or not this matter, which I know will be repul-
sive for the Court or anyone else to hear-
page 338 ~ whether or not it should be admitted 1 
Judge Sutton: Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Christian, do you know what 1\fr. Campbell's con-
dition at the time of that statement was in respect to so-
briety? 
A. You mean-7 
Q. Whether he was drunk or whether he was sober 7 
A. You mean at the Richmond Hotel or at the Committee 7 
Q. No, I mean at the time he made that statement before 
your Committee . 
.A. Well, his general demeanor and appearance was about 
what it is today. I don't know whether he was drunk or 
sober. 
Q. What was his condition in respect to the degree that 
he was worked up in his emotions Y 
..A.. Oh, he was highly emotional. 
Q. Highly emotional 1 
..A.. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you don't know how much was produced by lirtuor 
and how much was produced by the strain under which he 
was laboring? 
Judge Wilson: l\fr. Bowles, are you basing any specifica-
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tion in this case on this man's conduct with his wife, whether 
she was his wife or whether she was not his wife? 
Mr. Bowles: Yes, sir. One of our specifications to the 
charge, sir, to show that the defendant in this 
page 339 ~ proceeding is unworthy to be a lawyer; and all 
of this took place, according to his own statement, 
prior to the time of marriage, prior to the time of divorce. 
If Your Honor is thinking about any question of privilege, it 
was before there was a relationship of attorney and client, 
before that took place, and before the relationship of hus-
band and wife took place. Now, our view of this matter is 
that it does not make any difference· whether the statement 
is true or whether it is untrue. If it was untrue, it was cer-
tainly unprofessional conduct on his part to make this charge 
against his wife. If it is true, it is equally bad. It is un-
professional and ungentlemanly. I think it is unworthy, cor-
rupt and unprofessional, and I might add all the rest of 
them, sir, if you ask me for my own opinion. 
Judge Wilson: As I said this morning·, I am just asking 
for my own information. You had four specifications. 
Mr. Bowles: This is one of the specifications. May I re-
view them to you? 
Judge Wilson: Yon may. 
Mr. Bowles: (Reads specifications.) 
pag·e 340 ~ Judge Wilson: I see. 
Mr. Bowles: In our view, sir, the question of 
whether this statement made by him be true or not is wholly 
an immaterial question, because it is just as bad whether it 
is true or whether it is false. 
A. Shall I proceed, gentlemen 1 
Note: Witness continues reading to '' and got her a rye 
bread sandwich.'' 
Mr. Bowles: If Your Honors please, Mr. Winston has just 
approached me with the suggestion that the Court read tlmt 
statement instead of having it read in the open, to which 
we have no objection whatsoever. 
Mr. Winston: It just occurs to me that this will be bad 
enough, and-
The Court: (Judge Sutton) The Court will agree to tl1at. 
Mr. Bowles: It ought to be in your minds before we go on 
to something else. ~-
Judge Wilson: Just what page is this on, Mr. Bowles? 
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Mr. Bowles: Pages 128 and 129 of the transcript of the 
hearing before the Investigating Committee. 
Mr. Christian: That part that I have not read, Judge. 
Mr. Bowles: What I would say to the Court is 
vage 341 ~ that what we expect to follow you would not un-
. derstand unless you had already heard that evi-
dence. Now, if you want to adjourn a moment so that you can 
read that-7e Sutton: We will take a recess. 
/ Note: Here followed a brief recess. 
Mr. Bowles : The only thing else along that line that I 
want to bring out from Mr. Christian is, how many times did 
Mr. Campbell volunteer that statement before he finally was 
allowed a chance to state itY 
The Witness: I do not recall. I am sure more than once. 
Mr. Haddon: Mr. Campbell was under oath at the time, 
was heY 
The Witness: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Haddon: And your Committee under the law has a 
right to administer oaths T 
The Witness: That is right, sir. We swear all witnesses. 
Mr. Haddon: That is all. 
Mr. Winston: I do not think I have any questions. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 342 ~ Note: ·when Mrs. Myrtice Campbell was called 
as a witness, she approached the Bench and said: 
Mrs. Campbell: Your Honor, I beg to be excused from 
testifying. 
Judge Sutton: On what grounds Y 
Mrs. Campbell: I just don't want to. I beg to be excused 
from testifying. 
Judge Wilson: Just have a seat. 
Mr. Winston: May I recall Mr. Christian just one moment? 
Judge Sutton: Yes, sir. (To Mrs. Campbell) Will you 
take this seat right behind you f 
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being recalled to the witness stand, testified further as fol-
lows: 
CROSS EXAMlNATlON. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Christian, at whose instance were the complain is 
made before the Grievance Committee of the Third District; 
Grievance Committee of the Bar; do you know? 
A. Oh, yes. I recall very distinctly. Mr. Harold Ratcliffe, 
who is, as you know, a practicing attorney here, and Com-
monwealth's Attorney for Henrico County, called me one 
morning and said he would like to see me on a 
page 343 r matter of importance. He came to the office and 
said that he represented Mrs. Myrtice S. Camp-
bell, the wife of T. 0. Campbell, and that she had brought to 
him three letters which in his judgment showed that .M:r . 
.Campbell was conducting a divorce racket and had perpe-
trated a fraud on Judg·e Wells, who was then Judge of the 
Hustings Court, Part II. I read the letters and stated to 
him that on the face of those letters I agreed with him, and 
on that information we drafted the brief form of notice that 
is required by the law, called a meeting of the Third Dis-
trict Committee, and the investigation followed. Does that 
answer your question f 
Q. Yes. Did you understand from Mr. Ratcliffe that there 
were differences and a great deal of acrimony between Mr. 
and Mrs. Campbell at the time? · 
A. Oh, yes. He, I think, told me that they were both nu-
der bond, peace bonds, that Mr. Campbell had threatened 
to kill his wife, and I believe she had been placed also under 
a peace bond by the Judge of the Domestic Relations Court. 
Q. Did you further understand that those proceedin~s, 
whatever their merits might have been, had their orig·in in 
family differences between Mr. and Mrs. Campbell involving 
the relations between them as husband and wife and also 
property rights? 
page 344 ~ A. I understood the family situation was very 
unhappy; that although they occupied the ~ame 
residence they were fighting all the time. And that he, as 
attorney for Mrs. Campbell, had come into possession of 
these three letters: The Dixon letter-
Q. That is, Mr. Ratcliffe? 
A. Yes. The Dixon letter, the :Campbell letter, and tl1e 
Pagels letter. 
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Q. And that after all it was brought about by an attempt 
of Mrs. Campbell to carry some point or to vindicate her-
self, or revenge or vengeance on her part Y 
A. No, Mr. ,Winston, he did not say that. 
Q. I didn't say that he said that, but-
A. He said that he thought that it disclosed a situation 
that required action by the Bar Association, and he submitted 
it to me, and on that I did act. 
Q. Did :Mr. Campbell himself show any reaction to those 
unhappy home conditions in his testimony before the Bar 1 
A. Yes, sir, he was yery emotional, and I would say deeply 
angered at his wife's charges. 
Q. Could you account for the statement tl1at he made be-
fore the Bar that you have just read with respect to the re-
lations between himself and Mrs. Campbell, having their 
origin in the distracted state of mind that he bore towards 
Mrs. Campbell, with the knowledge that Mrs. 
pag·e 345 ~ Campbell had instituted the proceedings, that he 
was suffering· under intense emotional strain, and 
that he was drinking T 
A. Well, my own judgment was that his hatred of her was 
so deep and intense that he didn't care what he said to in-
jure her good name and destroy her reputation. 
Q. That he was driven to extremities and distraction 1 
A. That is correct, yes, sir. 
Q. And that in addition to that he was under mental stress 
arising from the ordeal before the Committee, and also drink-
ing? 
A. Undoubtedly, yes, sir. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 346 ~ Judge Sutton: Gentlemen, there is a division 
amongst the Court as to whether Mrs. Campbell 
should be required to testify. Do you wish to be heard 1 
l\fr. Winston: What was the ruling? 
Judge Sutton: I say, there is a division amongst the Court 
as to whether Mrs. Campbell should be required to testify. 
Mr. Winston: I was going to object to her competency 
for reasons that I shall assign at the proper time. 
Judge "Wilson: We want to hear them now. 
Mr. Haddon: Suppose we wait-
Mr. Winston: I take the position that Mrs. Campbell is 
incompetent to testify ns a witness against her husband on 
this ground: We have a statute in Virginia-Starting back 
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at common law, Mrs. Campbell would be incompetent to tes-
tify against her husband for any purpose. The statute of 
Virginia, the Code of 1919 uses the language, as I recall, 
that a husband and wife are competent to testify for or 
against each other in all save criminal cases. The proceed-
ings at the present time are not criminal. The Court of 
Appeals has held that. 
Note: Here followed argument. 
page 347 } :Mr. Winston: * *•Now, the Virginia authori-
ties, so far as I can find, have ruled definitely that 
it is not a criminal case, but they have never ruled that it is 
a civil case. • * • The weight of authority outside Virginia, 
to be found in Corpus Juris, is to the effect that they are 
neither criminal nor civil proceedings, but are special statu-
tory proceedings. 
Note: Here followed additional arg·ument. 
Judge Sutton: The Court is of the opinion that she is a 
competent witness, with exceptions. You must not infringe 
upon those exceptions. 
Mr. Winston: We note an exception. 
MRS. MYRTICE ·CAMPBELL, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the prosecution, being first 
duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAl\HNATION. 
Bv Mr. Bowles: 
"'Q. Mrs. Campbell, it has been stated here bv Mr. Camp-
bell that in November of 1938 he was sick and at home, or at 
1211 Amherst Avenue. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 348} Q. Now, while there, I believe that you acted in 
the capacity at times of a messenger to go to his 
office and get mail for him, did you not? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, in the course of doing that, can you tell us whether 
or not Mr. Campbell-
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Judge Wilson: Wait a minute, Mr. Bowles. 
Note: Conference between members of the Court. 
Judge Wilson : Gentlemen, the Court feels this way: vV e 
should tell this lady her rights. She is not represented by 
counsel. Mr. Campbell is, and you gentlemen are. The Court 
wishes to tell you that if any question is asked you by either 
of the gentlemen, Mr. Bowles or Mr. Haddon or Judge Win-
ston, as to which you feel the answer might tend to incrimi-
nate you, you ha~e the right to refuse to answer the question. 
Proceed, gentlemen. 
Mr. Bowles: I do not want to ask any question with any 
intention to do that or with any idea of that. 
Judge Wilson: We felt that the lady had a right to know 
her rights. . 
Q. I will ask you, Mrs. Campbell, whether you ever saw 
this letter, that I am handing you now, before. 
page 349} Mr. Winston: Wait one second-
Mr. Bowles: Let her look at it, anyway. 
Mr. Winston: The question that ]\fr. Bowles just asked 
the lady, he preceded his question by asking her whether she 
had gone to l\fr. Campbell's office during his sickness and 
gotten his mail for him. We respectfully submit, if the ques-
tion covers any such mail gotten in that capacity, she got it 
as his wife, got it in a privileged capacity, got Mr. Camp-
bell's private mail, and that she would be incompetent to 
testify as to any such communications submitted to her and 
entrusted to her by her husband. 
The Court (Judge Sutton): The objection is overruled. 
Mr. Winston: Exception noted. " 
Bv Mr. Bowles: 
·Q. Would you answer the question, Mrs. Campbell? 
A. Well, I don't know. You see, when Mr. Campbell was 
sick-
Judge Sutton : A little louder, please. · 
Q. Will you speak up so we can hear you over here? 
A. I say, I don't know now about this letter, because while 
Mr. Campbell was sick I was so busy with him that I really 
couldn't say. 
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Q. You understand who that letter was from¥ You read 
it? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 350 ~ Q.: It is from one Hazel L. Dixon, of Trenton, 
New. Jersey? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You realize who Hazel L. Dixon is f 
A. Well, no, I do not. 
Q. She is the lady, I believe you testified before the Bar 
Committee, did you not, that came down with Mr. William 
M. Campbell and testified for 1\fr. William M. Campbell to 
get his dirorce Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Didn't you testify to that effect before the Bar Com-
mittee f · 
A. I don't know. I may have. But I mean I don't know 
the lady personally. 
Mr. Winston: This question is objected to as leading, Your 
Honor. 
Q. Did you not state before the Bar Committee, when it 
had its hearing on October 20th or November 14th, 1939, that 
Mrs. Dixon, who wrote that letter, came to Richmond with 
Mr. William M. Campbell to see your husband and testify 
in Mr. William Campbell's divorce suit¥ 
Mr. Winston: I would like to object to that question in 
the form that it is as it is leading, and attempting further to 
discredit his own witness. 
Mr. Bowles: ,Vhen I put this witness on expecting an an-
swer from her and I do not get it, I think I have a right to 
cross examine her. 
page 351 ~ J udg·e Sutton : Are you taken by surprise¥ 
Mr. Bowles: Yes, sir, very much by surprise. 
Judge Sutton: Is it your idea to lay a foundation for im-
peachment by that question T 
Mr. Bowles: It is my idea to refresh this lady's mind so 
that she can recolJect having seen this letter before. If that 
does not suffice I am going to offer it on another ground. 
Mr. Winston: Exception noted. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Now, to refresh your memory about this particular let-
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ter, Mrs. Campbell, and to go back just a moment, didn't you 
give that letter to Mr. Harold Ratcliffe? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Then you have seen it before? 
A. Oh, yes, I know I have seen it before. 
Q. It came to the house at which you were living, 1211 
Amherst Avenue T 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr . .Campbell got it, didn't he? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And he opened it and read it, didn't he Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bowles: That is all. Thank you. 
Mr. Winston: This question is objected to as 
page 352 ~ leading. 
Judge Sutton: The objection came rather late, 
Mr. Winston. 
Mr. Winston: The question came so rapidly that I-
Judge Sutton : If you had objected in time, before the an-
swer was in, you could probably have had the question re-
framed. 
* * * * 
Mr. Bowles: That is all. We would like to introduce that 
letter in evidence, please. 
Note: Letter in question marked "E·xhibit No. 27" and 
filed in evidence. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mrs. Campbell, Mr. Campbell has testified that he never 
received that letter. Do you mean to state on your oath 
that Mr. Campbell is not telling the truth in respect to that¥ 
Judge Sutton: That is not the way to examine the wit-
ness, by asking her to compare her testimony with someone 
else's. You may ask her as to facts and show contradiction, 
but not in that form. 
Q. Are you quite sure that Mr. Campbell actually received 
that letter and read it¥ 
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A. Yes, sir, I think so. 
page 353 ~ Q. You think so Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, do you know iU 
A. Well, he received all of his mail. 
Q. The only way that you say that he received it, then, was 
due to the fact that you suppose he received all of his mail; 
is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Judge Sutton: 
Q. Mrs. Campbell, where did you get that letter from 01 
A. It was in the desk drawer, out at our home at 1211 Am-
herst Avenue. 
By Judge Wilson: 
Q. Whose desk drawer Y 
A. In the secretary, in the living room. 
Q. Was it in Mr. ,Campbell's room? 
A. No, sir, in the li':ing room, downstairs. 
Q. Who used that room? 
A. Well, it was-everybody used it that came in. 
Q. You said the secretary's room; who is the secretary? 
A. No, I say, the secretary in the living room. 
Q. In the secretary in the living room? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you see the letter delivered to the house! 
A. Well, I don't know exactly. I couldn't re-
page 354 ~ member about it, see? 
Q. When did you find it? 
A. Well, I don't know exactly when it was. 
Q. How long did you have this letter before you turned it 
over to Mr. RatcliffeY 
A. Well, it was after he filed his annulment proceedings 
against me. 
Q. And you kept this letter all that time? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long was that? 
A. Well, I don't know exactly how long; it wasn't very 
long. 
Q. Did you tell him you found that letter in your secre-
tary? 
A. Oh, no. 
Q. You didn't let him know you had that letter? 
A. No, sir. 
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Q. And you were his wife at that time? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Why didn't you let him know you had that letter Y 
A. Well, he was going to annul the marriage then. I had 
to find something to def end myself with. 
Q. In other words, you were holding this letter, trying to 
get back at him? 
A. No, it wasn't that, but I just knew I had to do some-
ili~ . 
Q. All right. One question I would like to ask: Had the 
letter been opened when you found it? 
page 355 ~ A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Do you know who opened it, Mrs. Campbell Y 
A. Sir? 
Q. Do you know who opened it? 
Mr. Bowles: Just a minute. I want to ask her a question. 
Your Honor, must I frame my questions as direct examina-
tion about this matter that you brought out, sir, or may I cross 
examine with respect to it? 
Judge Wilson: The matter has been brought out 7 It is 
not a leading question, then-
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Mrs. Campbell, you got this-Where did you get this 
letter originally from, now; whereabouts in the secretarv 1 
That was a desk, wasn't it? .. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Wasn't it a desk that was used by :M:r. CampbelU 
A. Well, it was used by both of us. 
Q. You and Mr. Campbell? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. Campbell's other mail and letters were in the same 
place that you found this letter, were .they not? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, that stayed in that desk drawer for a 
page 356 ~ long time before you remo~ed it, did it not 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Along with the other papers that he had and belonged 
to him? 
A. Yes. 
Q. His deeds were some, were they not? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q . .And after the divorce proceeding or the annulment pro-
ceeding was brought against you was when you got them out 
of the secretary and carried them to Mr. Ratcliffe? 
A. Yes,. sir. 
Q. During all that preceding time they had been in the 
desk drawer where he kept all of his papers, hadn't they t 
A. Yes, ·sir. 
Q. And you had not touched them before that? 
A. No, sir. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mrs. Campbell, where was Mr. Campbell on or about 
November 14th, 1938? Was he at home or in the hospital? 
A. November 14th? 
Q. November 14th, l 938. That is the date of this letter in 
question. 
A. No, he was at home, I imagine. 
Q. Was he at home Y Was he going to his office then? 
A. Let me see-
page 357 ~ Q. Ma 'am? I said, was he going· to his office 
then? 
A. Well, he rented the office-let's see ; I don't know 
whether it was-it w~s around the 1st of November, I 
imagine; I don't know exactly what date it was. 
Q. As a matter of fact, wasn't he flat on his back about 
that time, at home? 
A. November f 
Q. That day. Ma'am? 
A. No. He was taken sick in July. 
Q. How long did he remain sick? 
A. Well, July, Aug·ust and -September. 
Q. How long did be remain in the hospital? 
A. Well, he was in Grace Hospital, in Johnston-Willis, at 
two different times. 
Q. Do you remember when he was discharged from the 
hospital Y 
A. No, I don't remember the exact date. 
Q. You don't know who opened the letter, do you? 
A. Well, I never op~n any of his mail. 
Q. Didn't you act as his secretary durin.g the time thaf. 
he was sick? -
A. No. I wrote just one or two letters to the insurance 
company for him. 
Q. Were you acting a~ his secretary during the period that 
this letter was received f 
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A. No, not specially. 
page 358 ~ Q. Ma 'am? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Well, this was a secretary you say you used jointly, 
used by your husband and yourself t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. By yourself and for your own papers t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You had access to Mr. Campbell's papers and his re-
ceptacle of his papers by reason of being his wife, did you 
not? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And consequently got possession of tbis paper by rea-
son of being his wife, did you not! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q . .And some time after that letter came, the relations be-
tween you and Mr. Camp bell became very strained, did they 
not! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And he was suing you and perhaps you were suing or 
prosecuting him from that time until the complaints before 
the Bar Association; isn't that correct 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Mrs. Campbell, while your husband was sick, you trans-
acted for him as best you could his law business, didn't you 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. By answering his mail and attending to his 
page 359 ~ business ? 
A. No, ~ir; I didn't answer any of his mail. I 
think one or two letters was all. 
Q. YOU think one Or two letters was all! 
A. Yes, and they were both for the insurance company. 
Q. Didn't you go to the office and get his mail before it 
started coming to his house, and bring it there¥ 
A. I went there, I think, a bout once or twice. 
]\fr. Bowles: Would you step down, please, Ma 'am, and 
would you take the stand, Mr. Campbell? 
Witness stood aside. 
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the defendant, being recalled to the stand, tes-
tified further as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Mr. Campbell. 
A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. While you were sick and flat on your back, the mail that 
came to your house, including these letters that we have been 
ref erring to: did your wife not undertake to answer them for 
you if you told her what to do? 
A. No, sir, I couldn't do a thing. I couldn't move. I told 
her just to answer them the best way she could. 
Q. I ask you if you did not, in the hearing before the Bar 
Committee, Third District, on October 2oth, 1939, or N ovem-
ber 14th, 1939, make the statement with reg·ard to these let-
ters that you were flat on your back and that they came to 
the house and ''she did· all of my business while I was flat 
on my back, because I couldn't", and that you acknowledged 
at that time as to the Pag·els and the Campbell letter that 
you had receh:ed them and were cognizant of their contents, 
and that your wife had made the replies to them for you? 
A. That is correct, sir. 
pag·e 361 ~ Q. That is all, sir. 
A. I don't deny it. 
Witness stood aside. 
Mr. Bowles : Now, if Your Honors please, we would like to 
read the Dixon letter to show Your Honors what connection 
that has with the others. 
Mr. Winston: Has that letter been put in evidence? 
Mr. Bowles: It has been filed, I understand. It has not 
been introduced. Mr. Campbell was asked to file it as an 
exhibit, and the stenographer marked it. (Exhibit No. 27.) 
Judge Sutton : You now offer it as evidence, do you? 
Mr. Bowles: I thoug·ht at first I had done it, Your Honor. 
Judge Sutton: Do you offer it in evidence? 
Mr. Winston: We object to offering it in evidence. It 
has not been properly identified, to start with; and it was 
introduced by the witness and received in a wa.y which for-
bids her to disclose it. 
Mr. Bowles: "\Ve think, if Your Honors please, that this 
letter has been-
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Judge Sutton: The letter is admitted in evi~ 
page 362 ~ dence. 
Mr. Winston: Exception by the defendant. 
Mr. Bowles: This letter (Exhibit No. 27) is marked "Air 
Mail'' in three places on the envelope. It is addressed to 
Mr. T. 0 .. Campbell, 1211 Amherst Av:-enue, Richmond, Vir-
ginia, and up in the corner is-what remains, not taken off 
-305 Johnson Avenue, Trenton, New Jersey. The letter it-
self is headed Trenton, New Jersey, November 14th, 1938. 
After 6 :00 P. M. 
Note : Letter in question read. 
Judge Sutton: What is the date of that letter! 
Mr. Bowles: That letter is dated ,November 14th, 1938, 
just six days following the bill of complaint. in the Dixon 
case, and four days following the entry of a final decree in 
the Campbell case. 
Judge Wilson : When was the deposition in the Dixon 
case taken? 
Mr. Bowles: The deposition in the Dixon case was takeu 
on the 27th of December, 1938, one month and 13 days fol-
lowing this letter. · 
Judge Sutton: That letter followed the divorce in the 
Campbell case by how many days? · 
Mr. Bowles: The date of that letter was November 14th, 
after 6 :00 P. 1VI., November 14th. The final decree in the 
Campbell case was entered on November 10th, 
page 363 ~ 1938, so the letter was four days later. The let-
ter refers to three previous communications 
which had not been received, and the final decree in the Dixon 
case was on December 3oth, 1938, which was one month and 
16 days after that letter was posted. .Now, sir, we want to 
offer that in evidence.-
Mr. Haddon: I don't think J udg·e Winston has seen it. 
Note: Certificate showing voting record of Mrs. Hazel L. 
Dixon, in Trenton, New Jersey, offered in evidence. 
Mr. Winston: We object to the admission of that on sev-
eral grounds, the admission of that document in evidence. 
One of them is that it is not a judicial record. It is a record 
of some election official, which I do not think comes under 
the g-uarantee of the Federal Constitution. I think it should 
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be confined to judicial records. I am just making that for 
what it is worth. * * * That is not evidence to show that 
Mr. Campbell knew that she was a non-resident of Virginia, 
and for the reason the paper is not properly identified . 
• • 
The Court: (Judge Sutton) The objection is 
page 364 } overruled and the paper is admitted in evidence. 
Mr. Winston: E.xception noted. 
Note: Document in question marked "Exhibit No. 28" 
and filed in evidence. 
R. E. BOOKER, 
a witness previously introduced on behalf of the prosecu-
tion, being recalled to the stand, testified further as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION.· 
By Mr. Bowles : 
Q. Mr. Booker, you have already qualified yourself, I be-
lieve, this morning, have you not? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. Booker, in the capacity of Secretary of the Vir-
ginia State Bar, have you made an examination of the city 
directories of the City of Richmond in an effort to find the 
residence or location of Mr. William M. Campbell during the 
years 1938 or 1937 or 19397 
A. I did. 
Q. Did you find any such person in those city directodes, 
in those directories as indicated above, as residing in the City 
of Richmond T 
Mr. Winston: This question and any answer thereto ob-
ject~d to on the ground that the city directories 
page 365 ~ themselves in question are the best evidence, and, 
secondly, that the directories thP-mselves would 
be simplY. neg·ative evidence. A person could be a resident 
of the City of Richmond and not have his name in the dir,~c-
tory. The agent for the directory would have to catch him 
there, and it proves nothing. The fact that a man's uam£.; 
was not in the directory would not prove that the man is not 
a resident of the City of Richmond. 
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Mr. Bowles: We do not contend, Your Honors, that it ib 
conclusive evidence of the fact. 
Judge Sutton: We will admit it for what it is worth. 
Mr. ·w"inston: Exception noted. 
Q. Did you answer that question? 
A. No, sir. I did not find him listed in the directories in 
1937 or 1938, those I looked at at the direction of the Chair-
man of the Third District Committee. 
Q. Did you find him listed at 1711 · Hanover Avenue 01.· 
Grove Avenue? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Now, ]\fr. Booker, did you make a similar investigation 
in the neighborhood of the fall of 1938, the previous year 
and the year following, for one Hazel L. Dixon, and tell the 
Court whether or not you found any such person 
page 366 ~ listed in the city directory as a resident of the 
City of Richmond? 
A. I did make such an investigation at the direction of the 
Chairman of the Third District ,Committee, and did not find 
Mrs. Hazel L. Dixon listed. 
Mr. Winston: Same exception. 
Q. Now, Mr. Booker, in the same capacity did you go to 
the City of Trenton to investigate similar things in the City 
of Trenton, New Jersey 1 
A. I did. 
Q. What did you investigate there with respect to William 
M. Campbell and Hazel L. Dixon, and tell the Court what you 
found. 
A. I called at 198 Brunswick Avenue in the City of Tren-
ton and was informed by the person who answered-
Mr. Winston: I don't like to object to every syllable, bui 
I want to save the point. I object to that question so far as 
it is founded on hearsav. 
Judge Sutton: Obj~ction sustained. 
By Judge Wilson: 
Q. Did you find his name in the directory? 
A. No city directories of Trenton-there wasn't any in 
1939, or 1940 directory, and there wasn't any 1938 directory. 
I think 1937 was probably the last directory that I found 
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there. But I did find out where Mr. Campbell 
page 367 ~ lived and I did find out where he worked. 
Q. Did you find his name in the 1937 directory 1 
A. No, no, I do not recall that I found his name in any di-
rectory. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. Did you find 198 Brunswick A venue? Was there such 
a place as that T 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is that all you know about Mr. Campbell, what you an-· 
sweredY 
A. I found out where he worked and how long he bad 
worked there. 
Q. Well, don't tell any hearsay. 
A. I didn't g·et it from Mr. Campbell; I got it from his em-
ployer. 
Mr. Bowles: Did the Court rule on that question as~ to 
whether or not I may ask what the employer told him 1 
Mr. Winston: We object to that question. 
Judge Sutton: Well, that is hearsay. 
Q. Very well, sir. What, if anything, did you find out in 
regard to Hazel L. Dixon Y 
A. I examined the voting record for Hazel L. Dixon, and it 
is the same as the affidavit that was submitted here. Aml 
I also interviewed her employer as to whether she worked 
and how long she had worked there. But I did 
pag·e 368 ~ examine the voting record and found it to be the 
same as the one that you have introduced as evi-
dence here. 
Q. Do not answer this question until the Court has rul4?d 
on it. Can you tell us whether or not she was employed at 
the Post Office T 
Judge Sutton: Did you find out that of your own knowl-
edge! 
The Witness: Well, I found out from the Postmaster of 
the City of Trenton. 
Mr. Winston: That answer-
A. Not from him in person, but from her employment card. 
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By Judge Wilson: . 
Q. In other words, as I understand you, you found out 
from the Postmaster that a woman by that name was work-
ing there? 
A. Hazel L. Dixon, with the Johnston Avenue address, 
worked there, and he exhibited to me the employment record. 
Mr. Bowles: I don't want to ask questions that the Court 
think"s are inadmissible, just for the sake of asking them. 
The Court: That fact was substantiated by the Govern-
ment records there--
Q. I would like to ask this question. I assume it will be ob-
jected to on the same grounds. What did that Government 
record show as to the length of employment of Mrs. Hazel L. 
Dixon at that place Y 
page 369 ~ Mr. Winston:· I object to that. The Govern-
ment record itself is the best evidence. 
Mr. Bowles: I agree with you. 
Judge Sutton: Objection sustained. 
Mr. Bowles: What is that, sir? 
Judge Sutton: The objection is sustained. 
Q. Yes, sir. Now, Mr. Booker, is there such a place as 
Union Street in Trenton, New Jersey? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you attempt to find tl1e address on Union Street 
shown on Mrs. Pagels' letter Y 
A. 221 Union Street! 
Q. Yes. 
A. I did. 
Q. Was there a 221 Union Str'eet, a two hundred block 
Union Street Y 
A. I don't recall whether there was a two-hundred block 
Union Street, but I could not find any house number 211 
Union Street. 
Q. 221, I believe it was. 
A. 221, whatever that address was'-
Q. 221 Union Street. 
A. 221. There wasn't any such number. 
Q. At the time of your investigation? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 370 ~ Q·. And when was it made? 
A. It was made on April 8th, 1940. 
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R. E. Booker. 
Q. And that 1s the full extent of your favestigation in 
Trenton 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Do I understand, Mr. Booker, that you could no~ find 
Mr. William Campbell listed in the Trenton directory for the 
years 1937, 1938, 1939 and 19407 
A. I didn't see a city directory for the last year; it seems 
to me there was a directory around 1937, but I do not re-
call that I saw that Mr. Campbell was listed in the directory. 
When I found out that there were not any current directories, 
then I went to his place of employment and asked them where 
he lived. 
Q. Now, in regard to Hazel Dixon: Do you know that the 
Hazel Dixon about whom you inquired at Trenton was the 
same Hazel Dixon who obtained a divorce in the Hustings 
Court, Part IH 
A. No, sir, except that the one that works in the Post-
office in Trenton-
Q. What is that? 
A. -except that the one that works in the Post-office in 
Trenton lived in Trenton at the same street ad-
page 371 ~ dress as th~ letter. 
Q. Did you talk to the lady t 
A. No, sir, I did not. 
Q. So you have no knowledge except this coincidence? 
A. That is right, and from the Government record. 
By Judge Wilson: 
Q. Mr. Booker, when you went up thete and found l1er 
working there, why didn't you see her working t 
A. There were several reasons why I didn't. The princi-
pal reason was I was requested, or, rather, more or less di-
rected, to find out whether or not Mrs. Dixon was a bona .fide 
resident of Trenton, especially for the year preceding the 
institution of her divorce suit here; and I saw no point in 
interviewing her, and did not do it. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. J\fr. Booker, do you know anything· about the electio11 
laws of New Jersey in respect to how they permit people to 
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vote there? For instance, could a person live in the Distri<~t 
of Columbia actually and vote in New Jersey? 
A. I don't know, sir. 
Q. In other words, do you know what they mean by resi-
dence there as used in their voting laws Y 
A. No, sir, I do not. 
Q. Do you know from all of your investigation that Hazel 
Dixon had not been an actual bona fide resident 
page 372 ~ of the State of Virginia or been domiciled in the 
.State of Virginia for one year prior to the in-
stitution of her divorce suit 7 
A. Well, I know that by the employment record in the pmst-
office at Trenton-
Q. Well, I am not-
Mr. Bowles: Let him finish. You ha~e opened it up now. 
Let him tell it. 
:M:r. Winston: I cannot recall having-I mean, legal evi-
dence. Based on legal evidence. 
Note: Last full question and answer thereto read. Here 
followed arg11ment. 
Judge Sutton: We do not think the witness can be allowed 
to answer that question and go into any incompetent testi-
mony. I ruled it out as hearsay, and it should not be repeated 
by the witness. 
By Judge Sutton: 
Q. Did you answer the question t 
A. I think-I don't know whether I answered it or not. 
,Judge Sutton: You may answer it of your own knowl-
edge . 
.A. Well, of my own knowledge, she was a reg·istered and 
qualified voter of the Rtate of -New Jersey and ,City of Tren-
ton for five years, from 1935 on. I saw the records and lists 
there. But I don't know what the voting laws are for New 
Jersey. I presume that non-residents cannot vote. 
page 373 ~ By :M:r. Winston: 
Q. Could you, on your own investigation, based 
on your own knowledge, or the result of evidence which has 
been admitted by this Court-could you say that she was 
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not a resident of the State of Virginia for twelve months 
prior to her suit Y 
A. You are asking me my opinion on that; Judg·e1 
Q. What? 
A. You are asking me my opinion on that 1 
\'oJ Q. No, n?. Based on your own ~nowledge, which is based 
.J,.n such evidence as has been admitted by the Court. 
Mr. Haddon: Well, I think that would be an expression 
f his opinion. It coulcln 't be anything other. 
Judge Wilson: Do you object to the question! 
J\fr. Haddon: We object to it. 
Judge Sutton: The objection is sustained. 
Mr. Winston: Exception noted. 
Judge Sutton: Are you through 1 
Mr. Winston: I want to ask him one more with respect to 
William Campbell. 
Q. How about "William Campbell? Can you state on your 
own knowledge-
Judge Sutton: State what? 
Q. -on his own knowledge, as a result of his investigation, 
from his own knowledg·e, that ]\fr. William Camp-
page 374 ~ bell was not a resident of the State of Virginia. 
Judge Sutton: y OU are asking him for an opinion y 
Mr. Winston: No, based on his own knowledge. 
Judge Sutton: Well, doesn't that call for an opinion? 'rJ1at 
is similar to the one that we have just ruled out. 
Mr. Winston: Yes. Can we put it in another way, theu t 
Q. Could you say from your investigation and from your 
own knowledge that Mr. Campbell was not actually a resident 
in the State of Virginia for one year preceding the institu-
tion of his divorce suitY 
l\fr. Bowles: If Your Honor please, we have no object.ion 
to that, but we think in order to permit him to answer it he 
should likewise be permitted to show all of his investigation 
upon which that answer is predicated. 
Judge Sutton: We do not know where that leads to. You 
may ask him if he knew of Mr. Campbell's being in the State 
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of Virginia f qr one year previous to that time, or how often 
he saw him there. 
By Mr. Winston: . 
Q. Did you ever see Mr. Campbell in the State of Virginia? 
A. No, sir. · 
page 375 } Q. Did you ever see him in the State of New 
Jersey? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. So on your own knowledge you couldn't state in which 
State he was actually present for the twelve months preced-
ing the institution of his suiU 
A. I would be willing to take an oath, on my investigation-
I am testifying under oath-that I knew where he was for 
the better part of the year, but I think the Court has ruled 
that out. 
Mr. Bowles: If Your Honor please, under the statute iFm't 
it reasonable to prove non-residence by af:fidayit under cer-
tain circumstances, permissible to prove it? I wonder if it 
could not be done here? · 
Judge Sutton: I do not think this is one of the circum-
stances. 
l\fr. Bowles: Very well, sir. · 
Mr. Winston: I think that is all I want to ask him. 
Judge Sutton: Are you through, Mr. Winston? 
Mr. Winston: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bowles: That closes our case, Your Honor. 
Note: At this point the Court adjourned until the fo11ow-
ing day, March 13th, 1941, at 9·:00 A. M. 
page 376 ~ 9 :00 A. M., March 13, 194-1. 
,Judge Sutton: The plaintiff rested, Mr. Winston. 
Mr. Winston: May it please the Court, I would like to 
make a motion to strike all evidence relating, if there is any, 
to the specification in relation to a solicitation. As I recall 
the evidence, there has been a great deal of it attempting to 
show knowledge or notice or the equivalent of knowledge 011 
the part of Mr. Campbell, evidence tl1at these parties litigant 
in divorce cases were not residents of the State of Virginia 
and not entitled to maintain suits in the Vhginia coiH'ts. 
There has been other evidence of a rather sordid nature which 
we won't go into at this time; but through it all there has 
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been no evidence, we respectfully submit, certainly other than 
surmise of the vaguest kind, that Mr. Campbell has eve1· so-
licited any one of those litigants. An attempt was made to 
prove that Mr. Campbell was using Mrs. Pagels as a solici-
tor, and that h~ was splitting fees with her, and that he cou-
spired with Mrs.· Pagels to defraud the courts with respect 
to the jurisdiction, and, secondly, that he then conspired with 
those litigants in respect to venue or the jurisdiction of the 
court to hear them. But throughout it all, we respectfully 
submit, there is no evidence which deserves the name that 
could establish the charge even vaguely, not so 
page 377 ~ say clearly, that there has been one iota of so-
licitation on the part of Mr. Campbell. 
Note: Here followed argument. 
Judge Sutton: Is it your motion to strike the charge or 
strike the evidence? 
Judge ··wnson: Well, it amounts to the same thing. 
Mr. Winston: There is no evidence to strike. 
Judge Sutton: If there is no evidence to strike, what is 
the purpose of yqur motion to strike the evidence? 
Mr. Winston: Well, then, I will make the motion to strike 
the charge. My idea is to narrow the issue as far as I can. 
Mr. Haddon: If Yonr Honors please, the petitioner ad-
mits that there is no evidence to prove that there was a 
splitting of the fee, but it seems that, under the evidence in 
this case, so far as the solicitation is concerned, that there 
'is evidence of probative value. 
Note: Here f ollowecl further argument. 
Mr. Bowles: • * * The other charges, I take it, there is no 
motion with respect to? 
Mr. Winston: I am not making a motion with respect to 
the other charges. 
Note: Here followed further argument and discussion. 
Judge Sutton: The Court does not think that 
page 378 ~ the motion to strike should be sustained. The 
testimony goes to the Court to be weighed by it. 
The Court will consider it fully after the argument by tlie 
attorneys in this case. 
· Mr. Winston: Exception by the defendant. 
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B. M. JACOBS, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, being first 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 
: DIRE.CT EXAMINATION. 
·.·1 . : 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Jacobs, how ]orig ha"!e yon known Mr. T. 0. Camp-
bell! 
A. About · eighteen years. 
Mr. Bowles: What is his nameY What are his initials? 
Q. ·what are your initials, Mr. Jacobs,? 
A. B.· M. Jacobs. · . · 
Mr. Bowles: And where does he live! 
A. 1120 West Grace Street. 
By the Court: (Judge Sutton) 
. Q. State your occupation, please, Mr. Jacobs. 
A. Real estate. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. Campbell's 
page 379 ~ reputation for truth and veracity in the neigh-
borhood in which he lives 7 
A. So far as I know of Mr. Campbell-
Judge Sutton: Wait a minute. 
1\fr. Bowles: Just a minute. 
J ndge Sutton: Answer the question as asked you. Do 
you know his reputation f That is a categorical question . 
.A.. Yes. 
Q. Do you know his reputation for truth and veracity Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is that reputation good or bad T 
A. It is good, so far as I know. 
Witness stood aside. 
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J. Roland Rooke. Kennit V. Rooke. 
page 380 ~ J. ROLAND ROOKE, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMlNATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Rooke, what is your occupation and place of resi-
dence? 
A. I am an attorney. Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. Your residence is Richmond, Virginia T 
A. That is right. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. CampbelU 
A. Yes, I know him. 
Q. How long have you known him f · 
A. Probably ten years. Not intimately, but I have known 
him ab-Out ten years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation in the community 
in which he lives and practices-
Judge Wilson: Reputation, may I ask, for what? 
Q. -for truth and veracity, in Richmond? 
A. I don't think that I do. I mean by that that I could 
not recall having· heard his reputation discussed. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 381 ~ KERMIT V. ROOKE, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Rooke, will you please state your residence and oc-
cupation? 
A. I am a lawyer. I liye in Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. Live in Richmond1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. T. 0. Campbell? 
A. I beg your pardon, sir? 
Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. T. 0. Campbell? 
A. Yes, sir, I am. 
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"Wilbur G. Mitchell. M. Wallace Moncure, Jr. 
Q. How long have you been acquainted with him? 
A. I have known him for about four years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the community in which he lives and practices Y 
A. No, sir, I am not. 
Witness stood aside. 
pag~ ~82 ~ WILBUR G. MITCHE;LL, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
,Judge Sutton: I would suggest when each of these wit-
11essei.-i comes up, for the purpose of the record, let him state 
his name, residence and occupation. 
Mr. Winston: I thought I asked these questions. 
Judge Sutton: You a~sumed that we all knew the names. 
Q. Please state your name, residence and occupation. 
A. W. G. Mitchell. Richmond, Virginia. Attorney at law. 
Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, 
how long have you known him? 
A. Yes, sir. I have known Mr. Campbell about probably 
six or seven years. · 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation in the community 
in which he lives and practices in the City of Richmond-? 
A. No, sir, I am not. 
Witness stood aside. 
pag·e 383 ~ M. WALLA CE MONCURE., JR., 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Moncure, please state your name, residence, and-
A. M. Wallace Moncure, Jr. Attorney at Law. Richmond, 
Virginia. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell? 
' ~ • ' •. ; { • • . : :-. • ~ t 
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Olin A. Rogers. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long have you known him Y · 
A. I would say about twelve· years, sir. 
Q. Are you.familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in th~ City of Richmond?· · 
A. From my own dealings with him, yes, sir. As to hav-
ing ever heard it discussed, I am not, sir. N~ver heard it 
discussed'. · · 
Mr. Bowles: That does not qualify him, sir. 
Judge Sutton: You object? 
Mr. Bowles: Yes, sir. 
tT udge Sutton: Do you want to say anything. 
Mr. Winston : No; he said he hadn't heard it discussed. 
~ l .' 
A. I said I ne':er heard it discussed, and I only knew 
through my own dealings. .> • • 
Judge Sutton: You only. know of it through 
page 384 ~ your own dealings: and no other source? 
The Witness: No other source, sir. 
J utlge Sutton: The· objection is sustained. 
Witness stood aside. 
•, ~-
page 385 ~ OLIN A. ROGERS, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows ! 
DIRECT E'XAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Please state your ·1iame, residence and occupation. 
A. Olin A. Rogers. City of Richmond. Attorney at law. 
Q. Mr. Rogers, you are in t~e City Attorney's office, are 
you not! · · ·, · 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you been acquainted with him? 
A. I have known him for about three or four years, 1\fr. 
Winston. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond? 
A. Mr. Winston, I would have to answer that question in 
the same way in which Mr. Moncure has answered it. I have 
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George C. Richwine. Charlf.s Talbott Young. 
I 
not heard his reputation discussed as to truth and veracity. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 386 ~ GEORGE C. RICHWINE,, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Richwine, please state your name, residence, an:d 
occupation. 
A. George C. Richwine. Attorney. Richmond. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him 7 
A. Since 1920. 
Q. Are you familiar with Mr. Campbell's reputation for 
truth and veracity in the City of Richmond! 
A. Only in so far as I have had dealings with him. 
Q. What is that f 
A. Only in so far as I have had dealings with him. 
Mr. Haddon: Objected to. 
Q. What were those-? 
Mr. Bowles: We object to going into dealings with him. 
Judge Sutton: That is not sufficient to qualify him. 
,vitness stood aside. 
page 387 ~ CHARLES TALBOTT YOUNG, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Winston: 
"'Q. Mr. Young, please state your name, residence, and oc-
cupation. 
A. CharleR Talbott Young. Attorney. Richmond. 
Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, 
please state how long you have known him. 
A. I have known Mr. Campbell about 15 years. 
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Beecher E. Stallard. Lionel Moses. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond Y 
A. Only from my personal dealings with Mr. Campbell. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 388 ~ BEECHER E. STALLARD, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT E·XAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Winston: 
"'Q. Mr. Stallard, please state your name, residence and oc-
cupation. 
A. Beecher E. Stallard. Residence, 2816 :Monument Ave-
nue. Attorney at law. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him f 
A. Six or seven years I have known him. 
Q. Are you familiar with Mr. Campbell's reputation in 
the City of Richmond, Virginia, for truth and veracity? 
A. Only personally. I have not heard it discussed. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 389 ~ LIONEL MOSES, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
~eing first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRF1CT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Moses, will you please state your name, residence 
and occupation? 
A. Lionel Moses. 2904 Monument Avenue. Attorney at 
la'\V. · 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell! 
A. About twelve or eleven years, sir. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond~ 
A. Only through personal dealmgs. I have never discussed 
it nor heard it discussed. 
Witness stood aside. 
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T. Gray Haddon. B rwerly H. Davis. 
page 390 ~ T. GRAY HADDON, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Mr. Haddon: If Your Honors please, I do not think the 
rule would apply, the question of an attorney appearing as 
a witness in the case, would it 7 
Judge Sutton : If you are called, and you are not volun-
teering as a witness, it will not keep you from arguing the 
case, if you are called by the other party. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Please state your name, residence and occupation. I 
won't ask you that, Judge. 
A. T. Gray Haddon. Commonwealth's Attorney of the 
City of Richmond. Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him? 
A. Oh, I guess 20 years. · 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond? 
A. No, sir, I am not. 
Witness stood aside. 
pag·e 391 ~ BEVERLY H. DA.VIS, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being· first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Davis, will you please state your name, your resi-
dence, and occupation? 
A. Beverly H. Davii;;. Attorney. Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him? 
A. Yes. Fifteen years or more. 
Q. Are you famiiiar with his reputation in the City of 
Richmond, Virginia, for truth and veracity? 
A. I have never heard the question discussed. 
Q. What is thaU 
A. I have never heard that question discussed. 
Witness stood aside. 
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page 392 ~ P. D. MUSE, ,JR., 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Muse, please state your name, residence and occu-
pation. 
A. P. D. Muse, Jr. Attorney at Law. Richmond. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him Y 
A. I have been knowing him for approximately 12 or 15 
years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the :City of Richmond Y · 
A. Well, as far as a lawyer I do, in all my dealings with 
him. 
Mr. Bowles: If Your Honor please-
Judge Sutton : He has asked for your knowledge of his 
reputation, not your personal knowledge, Mr. Muse. 
Q. For truth and veracity. 
Judge Wilson: In other words, the question goes to the 
general reputation. 
Judge Sutton: Not your personal estimate of him, but 
what the general public thinks of him on the question of truth 
and veracity. 
The Witness: Your Honor, would it be all right to answer 
it prior to the institution of the-! 
page 393 ~ The Court: Yes. 
The Witness : Yes, sir. 
Q. ,vhat was it, good or bad? 
A. Well, it was g·ood. 
Witness stood aside. 
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J. E. Childress. E'llgene R. Jones. 
page 394} ,J. E. CHILDRESS, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Please state your name, residence and occupation. 
A. J. E. Childress-Riehmond, Virginia. 
Judge Wilson: What did the gentleman say his occupa-
tion was? 
A. Printer. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him? 
A. I have known Mr. Campbell for about seven years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond Y 
A. No, only throug·h business dealings. I have known Mr. 
Campbell. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 395 ~ EUGENE R. JONES, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRE-CT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. ·winston: 
Q. Mr. Jones, please state your name, residence and occu-
pation. 
A. Eugene R. Jones, investment broker. 2321 Maplewood 
Avenue, Richmond, Virginia. 
Mr. Bowles: I didn't hear what you did. 
A. Eugene Jones. Investment broker. 
Q. Do you know ~fr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how, long 
have you known him? 
.A. I would say about 13 years. 
Judge Sutton: A little louder, please, sir. 
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E'l1,gene R. Jones. 
A. .A.bout 15 years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation in the City of Rich-
mond for truth and veracity? 
A. Yes, sir, in a limited way. 
Q. Sir? 
.A. Yes, sir, in a limited way. 
Q. Is it good or bad t 
Mr. Bowles: Wait a minute. Mr. Jones, what are the 
limitations on that? 
page 396 } A. Well, I have known Mr. Campbell for about 
15 years, and I haye met a few other people that 
he knew in a business way, and they have always spoken 
very highly of him. 
By Mr. Bowles: 
Q. It does not derive from your personal relations with 
him¥ 
A. Well, that has been all right, too. 
Q. I didn't ask you that, sir. I asked you did your opin-
ion derive only from your personal contacts with him f 
A. Well, I said, in a way, and in a way it did not. It is a 
rig·ht hard question for me to answer. 
· Q. Your testimony that you are about to give : does it come 
chiefly from your personal contacts with him rather than 
bv reputation? 
· A. Yes, I would say it would. 
Mr. Bowles: I move that he is disqualified, sir. 
Judge Sutton: Is it altogether from your personal con-
tact, or is any of it derived from what others say about him. 
A. Well, part of it derh~es from what certain other people 
have said about him. 
tT udg·e Sutton: The objection is overruled. 
Q. What is that reputation for truth and veracity, good 
or bad? 
A. It was good. 
Witness stood aside. 
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page 397 ~ JORN B. WELSH, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Welsh, please state your name, residence and occu-
pation. 
A. John B. Welsh. Attorney at law. Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. Please state if you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, 
how long you have known him. · 
A. I have known him in business transactions about 20 
years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond Y 
A. I have never heard it questioned as to truth and ve-
racity. 
Judge Sutton : Mr. Welsh, he asked you whether you were 
familiar with it. 
A. I have heard people discuss Mr. Camp bell, time after 
time, but never heard anybody question his truth and veracity. 
I have had dealings with him. 
Judge Sutton: Mr. Welsh, you are a lawyer. You know 
what the qualifications of a character witness are. Now, con-
fine yourself to answering the question propounded to you. 
The question was, Do you know his reputation 
page 398 ~ for truth and veracity in the community in which 
he lives? 
A. I cannot say I have heard it particularly discussed, as 
to particular features. I have never heard it questioned, in 
the way-
Judge Sutton: That is a question that calls for a categorical 
answer. You either know it or you don't know it. 
A. Then I am frank to say I have not heard it discussed 
very much, and I have never heard anybody refer particularly 
to that feature of it. 
Q. What was the sum of it, that you did or did not know 
iU 
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Mrs. Myrtice Cam.pbell. 
A. I have ne~er heard it questioned as to truth and ve-
racity. I have heard him spoken of, and spoken of as all 
right in that particular. 
Judge Wilson: Mr. Welsh, you know whether you expect 
to go out of this room a little later today. And don't you 
know whether or not you think you. know his general repu-
tation t 
l\fr. Winston: For truth and veracity? 
Judge Wilson: I mean, for truth and veracity. Yes or 
no. That question calls for that answer. If you do think you 
know his general reputation, you can say so, and if you don't, 
say you don't. 
A. Just like the other witnesses who preceded me; I have 
not had that question particularly discussed, and I have not 
heard the question of truth and veracity ques..: 
page 399 ~ tioned. I ne':er heard anybody impugn his state-
ments. 
Judge Sutton: I think the witness should be excused. He 
does not answer the question. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 400 ~ MRS. MYRTICE CAMPBELL, 
being recalled as a witness on behalf of the de-
fendant, testified further as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mrs. Campbell, please state your name, residence, and 
occupation. 
A. Mrs. Myrtice Campbell. 1211 Amherst A venue. I am 
bookkeeper at the Hotel John Marshall. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him T 
A. I have known him about 13 years. 
Q. As a matter of fact you are his wife 1 
A. Sir? 
Q. You are bis wife! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mrs. Campbell, were you the lady that inspired the com-
plaint against Mr. T. 0. Campbell in this proceeding? 
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Gordon B. A:mbler. 
A. Was I whatt 
Q. The one who started the complaint against Mr. T. 0. 
Campbell in these proceedings? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Are you familiar with the reputation of ]\fr. T. 0. 
Campbell in the City of Richmond for truth and 
page 401 } veracity? 
A. No, I can't say that I am. 
Q. All right-
Mr. Bowles: Your Honor, may I interrupt to remind you 
that she said she does not know it? 
Mr. Winston: I couldn't hear what she said. 
Mr. Bowles: She said she did not know it. 
Judge Wilson : All right. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 402 r GORDON B. AMBLER, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRmCT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. 'Winston: 
Q. Mr. Ambler, please state your name, residence and oc-
cupation. 
A. Gordon B. Ambler. Mayor of the City of Richmond. 
What else, residence Y 
Q. Richmond. 
A. Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, please state 
how long you have known him? 
A. Yes, sir, I know Mr. Campbell, and I probably have 
known him for 20 years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond? 
A. Prior to these proceedings, or-Y 
Q. Yes, sir, prior to these proceedings. 
A. Had I heard that discussed prior to these proceed-
ings? 
Q. Have you heard his reputation for truth and veracity 
discussed subsequent to these proceedings Y 
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Cecil Harris. John Hfrschberg. 
Mr. Bowles: Would that be material, sir! 
Judge Sutton: We would rule it out if you had 
page 403 } not asked it. That would be ruled out if the other 
side asked it. I do not think that his reputation 
after the hearing has been instituted is competent evidence. 
. Mr. ,vinston: Wouldn't his reputation be discussed, as a 
result of these proceedings, for truth and veracity l 
Judge Sutton: The courts have ruled it out out of tender-
ness to the party. 
Mr. Bowles: That is the basis on which I made my state-
ment, sir. I certainly, representing this side, would not ob-
ject to it, but it seems like to me it is immaterial. 
"'Witness stood aside. 
page 404 } CECIL HAR,RIS, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXA1\ITNATI0N. 
Bv Mr. Winston: 
., Q. Mr. Harris, please state your name, residence and oc-
cupation. 
A. Cecil S. Harris, 1513 Nottoway Avenue, Attorney, Rich-
mond, Virginia. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him Y 
A. Yes, I know him. I have known him about ten years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation in the .City of 
Richmond, Virginia, for truth and veracity? 
A .. I have not heard his reputation for truth and veracity 
discussed, sir. 
·witness stood aside. 
page 405 } JORN HIRSCHBERG, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant,, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATJON. 
Bv Mr. Winston: 
., Q. Mr. Hirschberg, please state your name, residence, and 
occupation. 
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Thomas I. Talley. 
A. John Hirschberg. Richmond, Virginia. Attorney at 
Law. 
Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. T . .0. Campbell, and if so, 
how long haYe you known him Y 
A. Yes, I am acquainted with him. I have known him 
probably about 15 years. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation m the City of 
Richmond for truth and veracity? 
A. No. I have never heard it discussed. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 406 ~ THOMAS I. TALLEY, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMlNATION. 
Bv Mr. Winston: 
.. Q. Mr. Talley, please state your name, residence and occu-
pation. 
A. Thomas I. Talley. 4101 West Franklin Street. At-
torney. 
Q. Attorney at LawY Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, 
and if so, how long have you known him? 
A. I have known Mr. Campbell about 18 years, I think. 
Q. Are you familiar with Mr. Campbell's reputation for 
truth and veracity in the City of Richmond Y 
A. I could not say that I was familiar with what other 
people thought of him. I have had dealings with him my-
self. 
Mr. Bowles: We object to that. 
A. As to what other people think of him, I could not say. 
I can say that I have never heard his reputation discussed. 
Witness stood aside. 
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page 407 } ALEXANDER H. SANDS, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMLNATION. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. l.\fr .. Sands, please state your name, residence and oc-
cupation. 
A. Alexander H. Sands, Richmond, Virginia. Occupation, 
lawyer. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him t 
A. I have known Mr. Campbell, I would imagine, by sight 
or by knowing who he was, for possibly 15 or 20 years; I 
don't know how long· he has been here. 
Q. Are you acquainted with his reputation for truth and 
veracity in the City of Richmond? 
A. No, I have never heard the subject of truth and ve-
racity-I have never heard his reputation for truth and ve-
racity under discussion. 
Witness stood aside. 
page 408 } CHARLES W. MOSS, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMLNATION. 
Bv Mr. Winston: 
.. Q. Mr. Moss, please state your name, residence and occu-
pation. 
A. Charles W. Moss. 4113 West Franklin Street, Rich, 
mond, Virginia. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him? 
A. Yes, sir, I know, Mr. Campbell. I have known him for 
20 years. . 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond? 
A. I never had it discussed before me in my life. I know 
personally, but I cannot say that. 
Witness stood aside. 
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page 409 ~ PE·RCY s. SMITH, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATIQN. 
By Mr. Winston: 
Q. Mr. Smith, please state your name, residence and oc-
cupation. 
A. Percy S. Smith. Attorney at Law. Richmond, Vir-
ginia. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him T 
A. I have been knowing Mr. Campbell about nearly 20 
years, I imagine. That is rough. I don't know exactly. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Ri~hmond Y . 
. A. I have never heard it discussed prior to this proceed-
mg. 
·witness stood aside. 
I 
page 410 ~ JUE T. MIZELL, JR., 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being first duly sworn, testified as followf;: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. ·wins ton: 
0 Q. Mr. Mizell, please state your name, residence and occu-
pation. 
A. Joe T. Mizell, Jr. Thirty-six. 1520 Claremont Avenue. 
Attornev. 
Q. Do you know Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him? 
A. I have known Mr. Campbell as a practicing attorney in 
Richmond for ten to 12 years. 
Q. Are you familiar with Mr. Campbell's reputation for 
truth and veracity in the City of Richmond? 
A. Only so far as my dealings with him are concerned. 
1Vitness stood aside. 
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page 411 ~ . .J. B. BROWDER, 
a witness introduced on behalf of the defendant, 
being· first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. ·winston: 
·Q. Mr. Browder, please state your name, residence and oc-
cupation. 
A. Jack Browder. I live at 5423 Tuckahoe Avenue. Prac-
ticing attorney. 
Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, 
how long have you known him Y 
A. I have known Mr. Campbell about seven years, I woulu 
judge. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racity in the City of Richmond? _ 
A. I don't remember as I ever heard it discussed until this 
case came up, Mr. Winston. · -
·witness stood aside. 
' . 
page 412 ~ MRS. MYRTICE CA11:PBELL, 
being recalled to the witness stand, testified fur-
ther as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr ... Winston: 
• Q. Mrs. Campbell, will you state, please, whether or not 
you wrote this letter¥ 
Mr. Bowles: We wish to make an objection. vVe think 
that the letter is irrelevant and immaterial and inadmissible 
in this proceeding·. Of course the Court does not know what 
ie in the letter . 
• Judge Wilson: To whom is the letter addressed f 
Mr .... Winston : It is directed to Judge Sutton as a Member 
of the Court. We offer it in evidence, :first showing it was 
sig·ned by Mrs. Campbell. 
J\fr. Bowles: A letter to Judge Sutton, the purport of 
which is she is sorry she exhibited- . 
Judg·e Sutton: The other Members of this Court have 
seen that. It is not in form that we could consider it, and so 
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Mrs. My1·tice Campbell. 
we have ignored it so far. It was not in such condition, not 
presented to us in such a way we could consider it. 
i\fr. Bowles: Our view about it, sir, is that this is a pro-
ceeding of the Third District Committee, in con-
page 413 ~ formity with the law, and Mrs. Campbell is not 
in this proceeding, and plainly, as we think, her 
feeling·s about it now would have no material bearing upon it, 
one way or the other. 
Judge Sutton: The Court does not think that the letter is 
evidence. You may question Mrs. Campbell about any of its · 
contents that are relevant to this issue. 
Mr. Winston: Would we be permitted to introduce it in 
the record? 
Judge Sutton: You can make it a part of the record as 
refused. 
Mr. Winston: Yes, sir. We except to the ruling of the 
Court. I don't know just how we could-
J udg·e Sutton: Let the reporter mark it as refused by the 
Court. 
Note: Letter in question marked ''Offered by the defend-
ant and refused by the Court''. 
The Court: ·with the explanation by the Court that any 
matter in that letter that is proper evidence may be intro-
duced by Mrs. Campbell's testimony. 
Bv Mr. Winston: 
., Q. Mrs. Campbell, is it a fact that you filed a complaint 
with the Third District Committee against Mr. Campbell on 
account of malice and hatred on your part to-
page 414 ~ wards Mr. Campbell at the time? 
A.. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bowles: If Your Honor please, her motives for filing 
the complaint would seem to me to be irrelevant here. 
Judge Sutton: It may go to the weig·ht of her testimony. 
Mr. Bowles: All right, sir. 
Q. Do you think, from all of your knowledge of facts within 
your knowledge, that Mr. Campbell had done anything wrong 
about which you had made complaint? 
Mr. Bowles: That is the question before the Court, sir. 
That is a matter of opinion on the part of this witness. 
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Judge Sutton: That is a matter for the Court. The ob-
jection is sustained. 
Mr. Winston : Exception noted. 
Q. Now, if Mr. Campbell had done anything wrong, do you 
think he· acted-or do you think from all the information 
within yo1:1r knowledge, that he acted in good faith in doing 
sot 
Mr. Bowles: That is a question for the Court also, we 
think. 
Judge Sutton: Yes, and for the same reason. 
Mr. Winston: Now, in order to get it into the record, may 
I ask her what her answers to the two questions 
pag·e 415 ~ would have been Y 
Q. The Court has overruled any answer to those questions 
that you might make as a matter of evidence, but with the 
Court's permission I ask you what your answers to the two 
last questions would have been if you had been permitted 
to testify by the Court. Do you understand the questions 
now? 
A. No, I do not, thoroug·hly. 
Note : First of the two questions read, as follows : 
'' Q. Do you think, from all of your knowledge of facts 
within your knowledge, that Mr. Campbell had done anything 
wrong about which you had made complaint?'' 
A. No, I do not. 
Note: Second of the two questions read, as follows: 
"Q. Now, if Mr. Campbell had done anything wrong, clo 
you think he acted-or do you think from all the information 
within your knowledge, that he acted in good faith in doing 
so¥'' 
A.' Yes, I do. 
Judge ·wnson : Do not cross examine on those questions, 
because they are not before the Court. 
Witness stood aside. 
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page 416 } STUART G. CHRISTIAN, 
being recalled to the witness stand, testified fur-
ther as foll~-· · 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Winston: 
"'Q. Mr. Christian, will you please state your name, resi-
dence, and occupation Y 
A. Yes, sir. My name is Stuart G. Christian, my residence 
the City of Richmond, and I am an attorney at law. 
Q. Do you know :Mr. T. 0. Campbell, and if so, how long 
have you known him t 
A. I have known him for at least 20 years, Mr. Winston. 
Q. Are you familiar with his reputation for truth and ve-
racitv in the Citv of R.ichmond7 
A."' You want iiie to limit it to truth and veracity 7 
Q. Yes, sir. 
A. I am not. I am not familiar with it. 
Q. Have you ever heard that particular phase of his char-
acter discussed f 
.A. Not as to truth and veracity, no, sir. 
Witness stood aside. 
:Mr. Winston: That is our case, Your Honor. 
:Mr. Haddon: That is all the evidence. 
page 417 ~ Note : Here followed argument of counsel, fol-
lowed by a recess. 
Judge Sutton : .Judge Wilson will announce the finding of 
the Court. 
···../~;Judg·e Wilson: Gentlemen, the Court has given this mat-
~er very serious . con~idera tion; an~ I ]J~lieve, if prayers are 
he thoughts wliicll-,ve have when we are alone; r can-say the---
Court has given it prayerful consideration. 
The Court recog·nizes that this case means a lot to the cle-
f endant, and it recognizes also the other side. I am not going 
to analyze the. evidence at all; but in regard to the specifica-
tion relative to the Dixon case, the Court does not feel that 
that has been proved. In regard to the specification con-
cerning the Campbell case, the Court feels that a fraud was 
perpetrated upon the Court, and therefore finds that this de-
fendant was guilty of perpetrating a fraud on the Court. In 
regard to the Sprinkle case, in which this defendant acted as 
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attorney in bringing the suit, the Court is of the opinion that 
he was guilty of misconduct. He brought his suit alleging 
in the bill for his client that she had been a proper wife, when, 
according to his own testimony, he had been living in adul-
tery with her for a year. We feel that alone constitutes mis-
conduct on the part of a lawyer. In regard to the specifica-
tion as to soliciting business, the Court is of the 
page 418 ~ opinion that that specification has not been 
proved. 
The Court is unanimous in all of those conclusions. 
'l,he Court will enter a judgment suspending Mr. Campbell 
from the practice of law for the period of ten years. 
page 419 ~ Note: It is stipulated that the following ex-
tracts shall be inserted into the record in lieu of 
copying in full the entire record of the cases from which such 
extracts are taken: These extracts are taken from the fol-
lowing cases : 
Hazel L. Dixon v. rVilliarn H. Dixon, in the Hustings Comt, 
Part II, of the City of Richmond, Virginia. 
Myrtice May Sprinklt. v. WilUam Venter Sprinkle, in the 
Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, Virginia. 
William IVI. Cmnpbell v. Elizabeth Hiimphreys Campbell, 
in the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, Vir-
ginia. 
Naomi Mae Pagels v. Herman Pagels, in the Hustings 
Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, Virginia. 
Teniple Overton Campbell v. Myrtice Cam,pbell ( also know·n 
as Myrtice Bvr-inkle ), in the Circuit Court of the City of Rich-
mond, Virginia . 
.A.n extract from the proceedings of the Virginia State Bar, 
Third District Committee, in re Complaint Against Temple 
0. Campbell, October 20-November 14, 1939. 
page 420 ~ Virginia : 
In the Hustings Court, Part Two, of the City of Richmond. 
Hazel L. Dixon, Plaintiff, 
'V. 
William H. Dixon, Defendant. 
T. 0. Campbell v. 3d Dist. Comm. Va. State Bar. 127 
BILL. 
To the Honorable Ernest H. Wells, Judge of said Court: 
Your complainant, Hazel L. Dixon, whose maiden name 
was Hazel L. Simon, was lawfully married to the defendant 
on the 22nd day of January, 1928, in Chestertown, Maryland; 
That your Complainant and the defendant last cohabitated 
as husband and wife, at No. 305 Johnston Avenue, Trenton, 
New 'Jersey; 
That as a result of the aforesaid marriage no children have 
been born; 
That your complainant has had her actual bone fide domi-
cile and residence in the State of Virginia for more than one 
year next preceding the institution of this suit, and at this 
time has and maintains her actual bone fide domicile and resi-
dence in the State of Virg·inia; 
That your complainant has and was, ever a true, faithful 
and devoted wife, and did everything within her power for 
the happiness and comfort of the defendant, nev-
pag-e 421 ~ ertheless, the defendant failed and refused to 
work, failed to provide for your complainant, 
would curse and abuse her, until your complainant became 
completely unnerved, and on June the 25th, 1936, the def end-
ant wilfully abandoned and deserted your complainant, and 
lias at all times since June 25th, 1936, failed, and refused to 
provide for your complainant; 
That the defendant has been since the aforesaid 25th dav 
of June, 1936, been guilty of wilful, continuous and' unin-
terrupted desertion and for a period of more than two years 
next preceding the institution of this suit. 
In tender consideration whereof, f orasmuch as your com-
plainant is remediless in the premises, save by the aid of a 
Court of equity, where such matters are solely cognizable; 
your complainant prays that William H. Dixon, be made a 
party defendant to this bill of complaint and required to an-
swer the same, but not under oath, the oath being hereby ex-
presslv waived; that proper process be issued; that your 
complainant he gTanted an absolute divorce from the defend-
ant on the grounds of wilful, continuous and uninterrupted 
desertion for a period of more than two years next preced-
ing the institution of this suit, and that your complainant be 
granted such further, other and general relief in the prem-
ises, as the nature of her cause may require or to 
page 422 ~ equity shall seem mee~. That an order of publi-
cation be entered agamst the defendant and the 
publication thereof in a newspaper be dispensed with. 
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And that your Complainant be granted such further, other 
and general relief, etc., etc. 
And your complainant will ever pray, etc. 
(Signed) HAZELL. DIXON. 
State of Virginia, 
City of Richmond, to-wit: 
' I, Hazel L. Dhon, after being first duly sworn, make oath 
that the facts and allegations as set forth in the foregoing 
bill of complaint are true and correct. 
Given under my hand this 7th day of November, 1938. 
(Signed) HAZELL. DIXON. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of Novem-
ber, 1938, by Hazel L. Dixon. 
(Signed) T. 0. CAMPBELL, 
Notary Public. 
page 423 ~ Virginia: 
In the Hustings Court, Part Two, of the City of Richmond. ~ 
Hazel L. Dixon, Plaintiff, 
v . 
.. William II. Dixon, Defendant. 
DEPOSITlONS. 
The depositions of Hazel L. Dixon and Mrs. Henrietta 
Simon taken before me, R. Houston Brett, a Notary Public 
in and for the City of Richmond, State of Virginia, in my 
said Citv and State, at Room 205 Law Building on Decembe1· 
27, 1938; between 9 A. M. and 5 P. M. (The defendant having 
been proceeded against by order of publication, no notice be-
ing necessary) to be read as evidence in behalf of the plain-
tiff in a certain suit in equity now pending in the Husting·s 
Court, Part Two, of the City of Richmond, Virginia, 'wherein 
William H. Dixon is defendant and Hazel L. Dixon is plain-
tiff. 
Present: T. 0. Campbell, Attorney for plaintiff. Hazel 
L. Dixon, the plaintiff, in person. R. Houston Brett, Notary 
Public. 
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Hazel L. Dixon. Mrs. Henrietta Simon. 
page 424 ~ HAZELL. DIXON, 
the plaintiff, of lawful age, being first duly sworn, 
testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Campbell: 
Q. Please state your name, age, residence, and occupation. 
A. Hazel L. Dixon, age thirty years, Richmond, Virginia, 
telephone operator. 
Q. Please state when, where, and to whom you were mar-
ried. 
A. I was married on January 22, 1928, in Chestertown, 
Maryland, to William .fl. Dixon. 
Q. Are you and Mr. Dixon now living together! 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Please state under what circumstances you and your 
husband separated. 
A. Well, we had some sort of an argument, and he was 
drinking, and he struck me, and then he left me. 
Q. When did he leave you? 
A. June 25, 1936. 
Q. Where did you and Mr. Dixon last cohabit as husband 
and wife! 
A. 305 Johnston Avenue, Trenton, New Jersey. 
Q. Were there any children born of this marriage? 
A. No, sir, there were not. 
Q. Have you had your actual bona fide domicile and resi-
dence in the State of Virginia for more than one 
page 425 ~ year next preceding the institution of this suit? 
A. Y cs, sir, I have . 
.And further the deponent saith not. 
(Signed) HAZEL L. DIXON. 
The witness, 
MRS. HENRIETTA SIMON, 
of lawful age, being· first duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Campbell: . 
Q. Mrs. Simon, I believe you are the mother of the plain-
tiff, Mrs. Dixon. Is that correct? 
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Mrs. H cnrietta Simon. 
A. Yes, I am. 
Q. Mrs. Simon, will you please state :whether or not Mrs. 
Hazel L. Dixon was a true, faithful, and devoted wife to her 
husband, William H. Dixon, the defendant t 
A. Yes, sir, she was. 
Q. ·wm you please state whether or not Mr. ·wmiam H. 
Dixon, the defendant, was cruel in any ,vay to the plaintiff, 
Mrs. Dixon? 
A. Yes, sir, he was. 
Q. In what way was he cruel? 
A. He would strike her. 
page 426 ~ Q. Please state whether or not Mr. Dixon did, 
on June 25, 1936, abandon and desert Mrs. Dixon °l 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Does the abandonment continue to this day T 
A. Yes, sir. 
And further the deponent saith not. 
(Signed) HENRIETTA SIMON. 
City of Richmond, 
State of Virginia, to-wit: 
I, R. Houston Brett, a Notary Public in and for the City 
of Richmond, and State of Virginia, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing depositions of Hazel L. Dixon and Mrs. Hen-
rietta Simon were duly taken, subscribed, and sworn to before 
me at the time and place and for the purpose set forth in 
the caption hereto. 
Given under my hand this 27th day of December, 1938. 
My commission expires Sept. 10, 1941. 
page 427 } Virginia : 
Signed. R. HOUSTON BRETT, 
Notary Public. 
In the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond. 
Myrtice May Sprinkle, Complainant, 
v. 
William Verner Sprinkle, Defendani. 
T. 0. Campbell v. 3d Dist. Comm. Va. State Bar. 131 
BILL. 
To the Honorable Erne~t H. Wells, Judge of said Court: 
Your complainant, Myrtice :May Sprinkle, humbly com-
plaining·, respectfully showeth unto your Honor the follow-
ing case for equitable relief: 
That your complainant, whose maiden name was Myrtice 
May Woolridge, was lawfully married to the defendant, Wil-
liam Verner Sprinkle, in Elizabeth City, North Carolina, on 
October 5, 1916. .A. certified copy of said marriage license 
is not filed herewith for reasons hereinafter set forth. 
That your complainant and the defendant lived together 
happily and contentedly in the City of Norfolk, Virginia, from 
the time of their marriage, to-wit: October 5th, 1916, until 
.A.pril 24th, 1924, when the defendant, William Verner 
Sprinkle, without any justification whatsoever, wilfully aban-
doned and deserted your complainant, since which time be 
has not returned, or offered to return to your complainant; 
and said desertion has been continuous and uninterrupted 
since the aforesaid April 24, 1924. 
Your complainant further alleges and charges 
page 428 ~ that she has always been a true, faithful and de-
voted wife, and did everything in her power for 
the happiness and comfort of her said husband. 
Your complainant further represents that no children were 
born out of the said wedlock. 
Your complainant further represents unto your Honor that 
she is unable to file a certified copy of her marriage license 
for the reason that the Clerk of the Court in Elizabeth City, 
North Carolina, subsequent to the time of the marriage of 
your complainant to the defendant destroyed the records in 
said Clerk's office, and then committed suicide; your com-
plainant is therefore, unable to furnish a certified copy of 
said marriage license. 
Your complainant furthermore represents unto your Honor 
that the defendant's last known place of residence was Phila-
delphia, Pa.; the street number where he lives is unknown to 
your complainant. 
Your complainant further represents unto your Honor that 
she has had her actual bona fide domicile and residence in the 
City of Richmond, and State of Virginia for more than one 
year next preceding the institution of this suit. 
IN TENDER OONSI.DERATION WHEREOF, and for-
asmuch as your complainant is remediless in the premises, 
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save by aid of a court of equity where matters of this kind 
are solely cognizable, your complainant prays 
page 429 t tl1at William Vernon Sprinkle be made a party 
defendant hereto, and required to answer her 
Bill, but not under oath, the oath being hereby expressly 
waived; that proper process be issued; that your complain-
ant be granted an absolute divorce from the bond of matri-
mony created as aforesaid, on the ground of willful, continu-
ous, and uninterrupted desertion for a period of more than 
three years next preceding the institution of this suit; that 
your complainant be granted such other, further and general 
relief in the premises as the nature of her cause may require, 
or to equity shall seem meet. And your complainant will 
ever pray, etc. 
(Signed) MYRTICE MAY SPRINKLE. 
page 430 ~ Virginia: 
In the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond. 
:Myrtice May Sprinkle, Complainant, 
v. 
W"illiam Verner Sprinkle, Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS. 
The depositions of Myrtice May Sprinkle and another 
taken before me Bernard W. James, a Commissioner in Chan-
cery for the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginin, 
at Room 300 Travelers Building, Richmond, Virginia, on Mon-
day, March the loth, 1930, between the hours of 11 o'clock 
A. M. and 12 o'clock Noon, no notice being required given 
the defendant as he having been proceeded against by order 
of publication, to be read as evidence in behalf of the Corn-
plalnant in a certnin Chancery cause now depending in the 
Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, Virg-inia, 
wherein Myrtice May Sprinkle is plaintiff and William Ver-
ner Sprinkle is defendant. 
Present: T. 0. Campbell, Esquire, Attorney for Complain-
ant. 
T. 0. Campbell v. 3d Dist. Comm. Va. State Bar. 133 
page 431 } MYRTICE MAY SPRINKLE, 
a witness of lawful age after being first duly 
sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
Q. Please state your name, age, residence and occupation. 
A .. Myrtice May Sprinkle, over 21 years, Richmond, Va. 
Casluer. 
Q. Please state when, where and to whom you were mar-
riedf 
A. I was married on October 5th, 1916, to William Verner 
Rprinkle in Elizabeth City, North Carolina. 
Q. Why have you not filed a copy of your marriage license f 
A. The Clerk of the Court sometime after our marriage 
burned the records in his office and then committed suicide 
and there could not be obtained a copy. 
Q. ·what was your maiden name Y 
A. Myrtice May Woolridge. 
Q. vVhere did you and your husband last cohabitate as 
husband and wife 1 
A. In Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. When did you last live together Y 
A. Until April the 24th, 1924. 
Q. vVhy did you separate? 
A. :M:y husband without any justification whatever, wiH-
full v abandoned and deserted me. 
Q: How long has the desertion been Y 
A. On April the 24th, 1924, he willfully and without any 
justification whatever abandoned and deserted 
page 432 ~ me, and the desertion since that time has been 
continuous. 
Q. vVere you a truP-, devoted and faithful wife? 
A. I certainly was. 
Q. Where does your husband live at this time. 
A. His whereabouts to me are unknown, the last time T 
knew where he was he was in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, but 
his street address at that place I did not know and do not 
know where l1e is at this time. 
Q. Have you had your bona fide domicile and residence in 
the State of Virginia for more than one year preceding the 
institution of thi~ suit? 
A. Yes, I have lived in Virginia practically all my life, and 
have always called it my home. 
Q. "\Vere any children born to you out of the wedlock with 
l\fr. Sprinkle 1 
A. No. 
And further the deponent saith not. 
(Signed) MYRTICE :M:AY SPRLNKLE. 
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a witness of lawful age, after being first duly 
sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
Q. Please state your name, age, residence and occupation. 
A. Mrs. Jessie Leal, o~er 21 years, Richmond, Va. House-
keeper. 0 
Q. Do you know Mri:::. Myrtice May Sprinkle? 
.A. I do. 
Q. Do you know whether or not Mrs. Sprinkle and her hus-
band, William Verner Sprinkle, are living together as hus-
band and wife? 
A. No, they are not. Have not lived together since some-
time in April, 1924, when Mr. Sprinkle without any justifica-
tion so far as I know, willfully abandoned and deserted Mrs. 
Sprinkle. 
Q. Where were they living at that time? 
A. In Norfolk, Va. 
Q. · Where were you living at that time f 
A. In Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. Has the desertion on the part of William Verner 
Sprinkle been continuous and for a period of more than three 
years next preceding tbe institution of this suit? 
A. Yes, it has been since April, 1924. 
Q. Was Mrs. Sprinkle a devoted wife? 
A. She certainly was. A wonderful housekeeper and even 
helped her husband in his business besides house-
page 434 ~ keeping. 
Q. Has Mrs. Sprinkle had her actual bona fide 
domicile and residence in the .State of Virginia for more than 
one year, next preceding the institution of this suiU 
A. She has lived here practically all of her life. 
Q. Have you any interest in the outcome of this suit? 
A. Absolutely none. 
Q. Do you know where Mr. Sprinkle is at this time? 
A. I do not. I do not think Mrs. Sprinkle has known his 
whereabouts for several years. 
And further the deponent saith not. 
(Signed) MRS. JESSIE LEAL. 
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City of R.ichmond, to-wit: 
I, Bernard W. James, a Commissioner in Chancery for the 
Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing depositions of Myrtice May 
Sprinkle and Jessie Leal, were duly taken, subscribed and 
sworn to before me at the time and place and for the purpose 
set out in the caption he:r:eto. 
Given under my hand this the 10th day of March, 1930.· 
(Signed) BERNARD W. JAMES, 
Commissioner in Chancery for the Circuit Court 
of the City of Richmond, Virginia. 
page 436 } Virginia : 
In the Hustings Court, Part Two, of the City of Richmond. 
·wmiam M. Campbell, Plaintiff, 
'l.'. 
Elizabeth Humphreys Campbell, Defendant. 
BILL OF COMPLAINT. 
To the Honorable Ernest H. Wells, Judge of said Court: 
Your Complainant, humbly complaining, respectfully 
showeth unto your Honor the following case for equitable re-
lief: 
That your Complainant and the defendant, whose maiden 
name was EHzabeth Humphreys, were lawfully married on 
June 10th, 1933, in the City of Pennington, New Jersey; 
That your Complainant and the defendant as a result of 
the aforesaid marriage have had one child born to them, 
namely, Evans Campbell, age two and one-half years; 
That your Complainant and the defendant last cohabitated 
as husband and wife in the City of Trenton, New Jersey; 
That your Complainant has had his actual bona fide domi-
cile and residence in the State of Virginia for more than one 
yenr next preceding· the institution of this suit and at this 
time has and maintains his actual bona fide domicile and resi-
dence in the State of Virginia: 
That your Complainant was ever a true, faith-
page 437 ~ ful and deyoted husband and did everything 
within his power for the happiness and comfort 
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of the defendant, nevertheless, nothing that your complain-
ant did for the defendant satisfied her, and she would con-
stantly nag your complainant until his life became unbear-
able, and. his health became greatly impaired and he was com-
pelled to leave the defendant on the .... of February, 1937, 
otherwise his life would have been ruined and his health like-
wise: 
That your complainant has at all times had the care, cus-
tody and support of his infant child; 
Your complainant further alleges and charges that since 
he was compelled to leave the defendant in order to preserve 
his health, that the defendant has become infatuated with one 
Charles Paytoa, and during the month of January and Feb-
ruary, 1938, the defendant Elizabeth Humphreys Campbell 
did commit adultery with the said Charles Paytoa, and be-
came pregnant by him, and during the month of April, 1938, 
the defendant Elizabeth Humphreys Campbell had an abor-
tion performed on herself at No. 1075 Harding Street, Tren-
ton, New Jersey, by one Mary J. Jargo~szky, and destroyed 
the said child which was in her womb. 
In tender consideration whereof, forasmuch as your com-
plainant is remediless in the premises, save by the aid of a 
Court of equity where such matters are solely cognizable, 
your Complainant prays that Elizabeth Hum-
page 438 ~ phreys Campbell, be made a party defendant to 
this his bill of complaint, and required to answer 
the same, but not under oath, the oath being hereby expressly 
waived; that proper process be issued; that an order of pub-
lication be entered against the defendant; that your Com-
plainant be granted an absolute divorce from the defendant 
Elizabeth Humphreys Campbell from the bond of matrimony 
on the grounds of adultery; that he be awarded the custody 
of his infant child Evans -Campbell; that the publication of 
the order of publication in a newspaper be dispensed with, 
and that your Complainant be granted such further, other 
and general relief in the premises, as the nature of his cause 
may require or to equity shall seem meet. 
And your Complainant will ever pray, etc., etc. 
State of Virginia, 
(Signed) WILLIAM M. CA}IPBELL, 
Complainant. 
City of Richmond, to-wit: 
This day personally appeared before me, T. 0. Campbell, 
a Notary Public in and for the City of Richmond, in the State 
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of Virginia, in my said City and State, William M. Camp-
bell, who after being duly sworn, makes oath that the facts 
and allegations as set forth in the foregoing bill of complaint 
are true and correct, and insofar as they are on information 
he believes them true and correct. 
page 439 ~ Given under my hand this the 18th day of Sep-
tember, 1938. 
(signed) WILLIAM M. CAMPBELL, 
Complainant. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 18th day of 
September, 1938, by William M. Campbell. 
(Signed) T. 0. CAMPBELL, 
Notary Public. 
My commission expires Sept. 10th, 1941. 
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In the Hustings Court, Part Two, of the City of Richmond. 
"\Villiam l\L Campbell, Plaintiff, 
v. 
I~lizabeth Humphreyis Campbell, Defendant. 
DE.POSITIONS. 
The depositions of William M. Campbell and Hazel Dixon 
taken before me, Bernard W. James, a Commissioner in Chan-
cery for the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, 
at Room 206 American Building, 10th & Main Streets, Rich-
mond, Virginia, on Monday, November the 7th, 1938, between 
the hours of 9 o'clock A. M. and 1 o'clock P. M. (the defend-
ant having been proceeded against by order of publication, 
no notice being necessary), to be read as evidence in behalf 
of the plaintiff in a certain suit in equity now pending in the 
Hustings Court, Part Two, of the City of Richmond, Virginia, 
wherein, "'\Villiam M. Campbell is plaintiff and Elizabeth 
Humphreys Campbell is defendant. 
Present: T. 0. Campbell, Attorney for the plaintiff. No 
appearance on behalf of the defendant. Bernard W. James: 
Commissioner in Chancery. 
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a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn, 
deposes and says as follows : 
By l\fr. Campbell: 
Q. Please state your name, age and residence. 
A. ·wmiam M. Campbell, over twenty-one, Virginia. Rich-
mond, Va. 
Q. State when and where you were married. 
A. I was married ,June loth, 1933, in Pennington, New 
Jersey, to Elizabeth Humphreys. 
Q. Are you and your wife now living together? 
A. No. 
Q. Where did you and your wife last cohab-itate as husband 
and wife? 
A. In Trenton, New Jersey. 
Q. Please state under what circumstances you and your 
wife separated, and when? 
A. I left my wife in February, 1937. She constantly nag·ged 
at me and nothing I did for her would satisfy her. My health 
became greatly impaired on account of her constant nagging 
and I was compelled to leave her, in F'ebruary, 1937. I have 
always done what I could for her and always want to pro-
vide for my child. 
Q. Has your wife done anything since you left her that 
would keep you from returning and living with 
pag·e 442 ~ her? 
A. Yes, sir. In January and February, 19381 
she committed adultery with Charles Paytoa. She was preg-
nant by him and had an abortion performed on herself by 
Mary J. Jargovszky in Trenton, New Jersey. 
Q. Where was this abortion performed on your wife f 
A. At No. 1075 Harding Street, Trenton, New Jersey. 
Q. Have you lived with your wife since learning that she 
committed adultery? 
A. I have not. 
Q. Have you had your actual bona. fide domicile and resi-
dence in the State of Virginia for more than one year next 
preceding the institution of this suit? 
A. I have. 
And further the deponent saith not :-
( Signed) WILLIAM M. CAMPBELL. 
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William, M. Ca1npbell.. Hazel Dixon. 
WILLIAM M. CAMPBELL, 
being recalled. 
Q. Mr. Campbell, did you at any time from February, 1937, 
the date you and your wife separate, to April, 1938, the time 
your wife had the abortion performed, ha~e any sexual in-
tercourse with your wife whatever? 
A. Positively not. 
Q. Did your wife ever admit ha~ing committed adultery 
with this man Pavtoa? 
A. Y. es she told me she had gotten in trouble 
page 443 } by playing with him and she was pregnant. 
Q. Did you ever have any conversation with 
the midwife? 
A. She, she told me of the operation and told me to take 
her some pills that she gave me. 
And further the deponent saith not. 
(Signed) WILLIAM :M. CAMPBELL. 
HAZEL DIXON, 
a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn, deposes and 
says as follows : 
Q. Please state your name and age. 
A. Hazel Dixon, over twenty-one years. 
Q. Did you know William M. Campbell and Elizabeth Hum-
phreys Campbell, the plaintiff and the defendant in this 
causef 
A. I did. 
Q. Has Mr. William M. Campbell had his actual bona fide 
domicile and residence in the State of Virginia for more than 
one year next preceding the institution of this suit f 
A. He has .. 
Q. Where did he and his wife last cohabitate as husband 
and wife¥ 
A. In Trenton, New Jersey. 
Q. Do you know that in April, 1938, Mrs. Elizabeth Hum-
phreys Campbell had cm abortion performed on herself 7 
A. Yes, I do. She bad it performed in Trenton, N. J., in 
April, 1938, at 1075 Harding Street, in Trenton, 
page 444 ~ by Mary J. J argovsky. 
Q. Had Mr. and Mrs. Campbell lived together 
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since February, 1937, and the date she had this abortion per-
formed! 
A. No, they had not. 
Q. Was Mr. William M. Campbell a faithful husband? 
A. He was as far as I know. 
Q. Has Mr. William M. Campbell lived with his wife since 
having this abortion performed? 
A. No he has not. He has not lived with her since Febru-
ary, 1937, I know that, and too I know that she was pregnant, 
and she could not have gotten that way by Mr. Campbell, her 
husband. 
And further the deponent saith not:-
( Signed) HAZELL. DIXON. 
page 445 ~ State of Virginia, 
. City of Richmond, to-wit: 
I, Bernard W. James, a Commissioner in Chancery for the 
Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing depositions of William M. Camp-
bell and were duly taken, subscribed and 
sworn to before me at the time and place and for the purpose 
set forth in the caption hereto. 
Given under my hand this 7th day of November, 1938. 
(Signed) BERNA.RD W. JAMES, 
Commissioner in Chancery for the Circuit 
Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia. 
page 446 ~ Virginia: 
In the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond. 
Naomi Mae Pagels, Plaintiff, 
v. 
Herman Pagels, Defendant. 
BILL. 
To the Honorable Ernest H. Wells, Judge: 
Your Complainant, Naomi Mae Pag·els, whose maiden name 
was Naomi Mae Ross, humbly complaining, respectfully 
showeth unto your Honor, the following case for equitable 
relief: 
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That your complainant and the defendant were lawfully 
married on July 26th, 1924, in Morrisville, Pennsylvania; 
(the marriage having taken place out of the State of Vir-
ginia, no cel'tified copy of the marriage license being re-
quired); 
That as a result of their marriage, one child has been born, 
namely, Naomi Mae Pagels, age eleven years, and that your 
complainant has at all times had the care and custody of said 
infant child; 
That your complainant has ever been a true, faithful and 
devoted wife, nevertheless on the day of August, 1925, 
the defendant, Herman Pagels, did wilfully and without any 
justification whatever at No. 767 State Street, Trenton, New 
J'ersey, abandon and desert your complainant and their in-
f ant child, and which said desertion since the above named 
date has been wilful, continuous and uninter-
page 447 ~ rupted and for a period of more than two years 
next preceding the institution of this suit, to-
wit :-almost twelve yeare; 
Your complainant further alleges and cha.rg·es that the de-
fendant failed and refused to provide necessaries of life foJ.' 
your complainant and her infant child, and that he was at that 
time, has been, and is at this time guilty of constructive de-
sertion; 
Your complainant further alleges and charges that the de-
fendant has been on divers times prior to the desertion of 
your complainant and without her knowledge or connivance, 
been guilty of adultery with lewd and illicit woman in Tren-
ton, New Jersey, and that on one occasion he was guilty of 
the seduction of a certain girl, one Dorothy ........... , .. , 
in Trenton, New Jersey, and that he carried this girl to a 
Hospital in New Jersey, (Trenton) and there registered her 
in my name, to-wit: Mrs. Herman Pagels, and there she gave 
birth to a child ; 
'Phat your complainant and the defendant last cohabitated 
as husband and wife in Trenton, New Jersey, and that your 
coniplainant has had her actual bona fide domicile and resi-
dence in the State of Virginia for more than one year next 
preceding the institution of this suit, and at this time has and 
maintains her actual bona fide domicile and residence in the 
City of Richmond, and State of Virginia. 
In tender consideration whereof, f orasmuch 
page 448 ~ as your complainant is remediless in the premises, 
save by the aid of a Court of equity, where such 
matters are solely cognizable, your complainant prays that 
Herman Pagels, be , made a party defendant hereto and re-
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quired to answer the same, but not under oath, the oath be-
ing hereby expressly waived; that proper process be issued; 
that an order of publication be entered against the defendant, 
and if the court thinks this a proper case so to do, that the 
publication be dispensed with; that your complainant be 
granted an absolute divorce from the defendant Herman 
Pag·els on the grounds of desertion for more than two years; 
that t4e custody of their infant child, Naomi Mae Pagels, be 
awarded your complainant, and that your complainant be 
granted such further, other and general relief in the prem-
ises as the nature of her cause may require, or to equity shall 
seem meet. 
And your complainant will ever pray, etc., etc. 
(Signed) NAOMI l\U.Y or MAE PAGELS. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 31st day of 
March, 1937, Naomi Mae Pagels. 
page 449 ~ Virginia : 
(Signed) DARLENA RUEHL, 
Notary Public. 
In the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond. 
Naomi Mae Pag·els, Plaintiff, 
v. 
Herman Pagels, Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS. 
The depositions of Naomi Mae Pag·els and Virginia 
Sprague, taken before me, Bernard W. James, a Commis-
sioner in Chancery for the Circuit Court of the City of Rich-
mond, Virg'inia, on Oct. 18th, 1937, between the hours of 9 
o'clock A .. M. and 5 o'clock P. M. at Room 100 Hillcrest Build-
ing, Richmond, Virginia, ( the defendant having been pro-
ceeded against by order of publication, and no notice being 
required) to be read as evidence in behalf of the plaintiff in 
a certain suit in equity now depending in the Hustings Court, 
Part II, of the City of Richmond, Virginia, wherein Naomi 
Mae Pagels is plaintiff and Herman Pagels, is defendant. 
Present: T. 0. Campbell, attorney for the plaintiff'. Ber-
nard W. James, Commissioner in Chancery. Naomi Mae 
Pag·els, the plaintiff in person. 
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page 450 }- NAOMI MAE PAGELS, 
a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn, 
deposes and says as follows : 
Q. Please state your name, age and residence. 
A. Naomi Mae Pagels, over twenty-one, Richmond, Vir-
ginia. 
Q. Please state, when, where and to whom you were mar-
ried? 
A. I was married July 26th, 1924, to Herman Pagels, in 
Morrisville, Pennsylvania. 
Q. Are you now living with your husband Y 
A. No, I am not. 
Q. Please state why7 
A. In August, 1925, he left me for no reason whatever. He 
had failed to support me for a number of months before he 
left. He was running· with women. 
Q. How do you know he was running with women 7 
A. He placed a woman in the hospital in Trenton, N. J., 
and g·ave the name of Mrs. Herman Pagels. This woman 
that he placed in the hospital gave birth to a child by Mr. 
Pagels. 
Q. Did you give him any pro~ocation for leaving you? 
A. None whatever. 
Q. He failed to support you and your child?. 
.A.. He did. 
Q. Then why did he leave you in 1925 t 
.A.. I gave him no reason whatever. He absolutely refused 
to support my child and self, and I had to do 
page 451 ~ something to keep myself and our child living. 
As a matter of fact I left him when he failed and 
refused to support myself and our child in the least, although 
he was capable. 
Q. What did he do with his moneyt 
A. He would gamble it up, and throw it away on other 
women. He never provided for me, but did for a while pro-
vide for the child when the Court in Doylestown, Pennsyl-
vania, made him take care of it or provide for its support. 
Q. Have you been a true and faithful wife? 
A. I certainly have. 
Q. ·where did you and your husband last cohabitate as hus-
band and wife? 
A. In Trenton, New Jersey. 
Q. Do you know his present Post-office address? 
A. I do not, but I believe he is somewhere in New York 
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Virginia Sprag'lt·e. 
State. He is afraid to let me know where he is for fear I will 
have him up for the non-support of his child. 
Q. Have you had your actual bona fide domicile and resi-
dence in the State of Virginia for more than one year next 
preceding the institution of this suit Y 
A. I have. 
Q. Did you come to Virginia for the purpose of gaining a 
residence for the purpose of obtaining a divorce? 
A~ I did not. I came here for the sole purpose of making 
it my home, as my father lives here. 
page 452 ~ Q. Were any children born to you as a result 
of this marriage f 
A. Yes, one Naomi Mae Pagels, age ele~en years. 
Q. Do you desire the custody of this child Y 
A. I do. I think I should have it, as I have taken care of it 
practically its entire life 
Q. Has the custody of this child e"Y.er been awarded you by 
any Court¥ 
A. Yes, the Juvenile Court of Doyle town, Pennsylvania~ 
Q. Have you any knowledge where process could be served 
on vour husband? 
A. Not the slightest. 
And further the deponent saith· not:-
( Sig'Ded) NAOMI MAY PAGELS. 
VIRGINIA SPRAGUE, 
a witness of lawful age, being· first duly sworn, deposes and 
says as follows: 
Q. Please state your name, age and residence¥ 
A. Virginia Sprag'Ue, over twenty-one years. Richmond, 
Virginia. 
Q. Did you ever live up North in New Jersey or Pennsyl-
vania Y 
A. Yes, I have lived in both States. 
Q. Where do you now live? 
.A. In Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. Did you ever have the occasion to know Mr. and Mrs. 
Pagels, the plaintiff and defendant in this suit? 
A. Yes, knew them both. 
page 453 ~ Q. Was Mrs. Pagels a faithful wife? 
A. Yes, she certainly was. 
., ' 
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Virginia Spra-g·ue. 
Q. Are they now Ii ving together? 
A. No, in August, 1925, he left her. . 
Q. Do you know why? 
.A.. I know that he threw his money in gambling and on 
women; failed to support his wife and child, and as a result, 
she was forced to leave him and earn a livelihood for herself 
and child. 
Q. Is this the only reason he left her or she was caused 
to leave him? 
A. Yes the only thing I know, except that Mrs. Pagels 
found out that he had taken a woman to a hospital and reg-
istered her as Mrs. Herman Pagels, and this woman gave 
birth to a child by Mr. Pagels, so the hospital register showed, 
and he found out that Mrs. Pagels had become possessed of 
this information. 
Q. ·where did Mr. and Mrs. Pagels last cohabitate as hus-
band and wife t 
A. In Trenton, New Jersey. 
Q. Has Mr. Pagels returned or offered to return and care 
for Mrs. Pagels and their child since August, 1925? 
A. No, he has not. 
Q. Where does :Mrs. Pagels now have her actual bona fide 
domicile and residence i 
page 454 ~ A. In Richmond, Virginia. 
Q. To your knowledge did she come here for 
the express purpose of gaining a residence and securing a 
divorce from her husband? 
A. No. She came because she had relatives here who could 
assist her more easily in the support of herself and child, than 
they could in New Jersey. 
Q. Has she had her actual bona fide domicile and residence 
in the State of Virginia for more than one year next preced-
ing the institution of this suit? 
A. She has. 
Q. Has l\frs. Pagels made a bona fide effort to have her 
husband return and live with her? 
A . .No, she has not for two reasons. First because she 
has not known where he is, and second I don't think she 
should after his episode with the woman who bore a baby by 
him. . 
Q. Have you any interest in this suit¥ 
A. None except to tell the truth. 
Q. Is Mrs. Pagels, in your opinion a fit and proper person 
to have the custody of the infant child of Mr. & Mrs. Pagels 1 
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A. I certainly do. She has cared for it, all of the child's 
life. 
Q. Has the desertion of Mrs. Pagels by Mr. 
page, 455 ~ Pagels, to your own knowledge and belief, been 
wilful, continuous, uninterrupted and for a pe-
riod of more than two years next preceding the institution 
of this suit? 
A. Yes, since August, 1925. 
And further the deponent saith not:-
( Sig·ned) VIRGINIA SPRAGUE. 
State of Virginia, 
City of Richmond, to-wit:-
I, Bernard VV. James, a commissioner in chancery for the 
Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing depositions of Naomi Mae Pagels 
and Virginia Sprag-ue, were duly taken, subscribed and 
sworn to before me at the time and place and for the pur-
pose set forth in the caption hereto. 
Given under my hand this 20th day of October, 1937. 
(Signed) BERNARD W. JAMES, 
Commissioner in Chancery for the Circuit 
Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia. 
page 456 } Virginia : 
In the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond. 
Temple Overton Campbell, Plaintiff, 
v. 
Myrtice Campbell ( also known as Myrtice Sprinkle), De-
fendant. 
BILL AND EXHIBIT. 
To the Honorable Julien Gunn, J udg·e of said Court : 
Your Complainant, T. 0. Campbell, humbly complaining, 
respectfully showeth unto your Honor tl1e following case for 
equitable relief: That your Complainant, as he thought, was 
on October 20, 1930, lawfully married to the Defendant, Mvr-
. tice Sprinkle; That your Complainant further showeth ui1to 
your Honor that the Defendant Myrtice Sprinkle, was mar-
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ried to one, William Verner Sprinkle, and on the 27th day 
of January, 1930, she filed a bill of complaint for a divorce 
from the bond of matrimony from the Defendant, William 
Verner Sprinkle, upon the grounds of desertion in the Hust-
ing·s Court, Part Two, of the City of Richmond, Virginia, and 
proceeded against said Defendant, William Verner Sprinkle, 
by order of publication; 
That under Section 5108 of the Code of Virginia where a 
. divorce is obtained by proceeding by an order of 
page 457 r publication published as required by law, said 
Section pro':ides, ''No depositions in said suit 
shall be commenced until at least fifteen (15) days shall have 
elapsed after said order of publication shall have been duly 
published as required by law: 
Your Complainant further showeth unto your Honor that 
the depositions in the cause of Myrtice May Spr-inkle v. Wil-
liam Vernet· Sprinkle in the Hustings Court, Part Two, of 
the City of Richmond, Virginia, were taken in contravention 
to Statute, that is to say, thirty-nine (39') days after the date 
of the entry of the order of publication and that said divorce 
between Myrtice May Sprinkle and William Verner Sprinkle 
is null and void; that the marriage between your Complain-
ant and the Defendant, which your Complainant at the ti.me 
thought to be legal, is null and void; 
Your Complainant further represents that he purchased 
and caused to be conveyed to the Defendant, 1211 .Amherst 
Avenue, in the City of Richmond, Virginia, and 120% Acres 
in Henrico County, Virginia, and that the Defendant, by her 
deeds dated March 6, 1937, conveyed said property to your 
Complainant, the purchase money for which property, your 
Complainant paid the entire purchase money, as is evidenced 
bv an agreement hereto attached, marked '' Exhibit 1 ''; 
11 
That your Complainant in June, 1938, forwarded to the 
Clerk of the Chancery Court of the City of Rich-
page 458 r mond, Virginia, and to the Clerk of the Circuit 
. Court of Henrico County, Virginia, the two above 
mentioned deeds for recordation, together ·with his check to 
cover the fee for such recordation and that the Defendant, 
without the knowledge of your Complainant, went to the 
a hove -respecta.bfo Clerk's Offices and falsely represented to 
the Clerk of said court, that your Complainant did not de-
sire the above mentioned two deeds to be recorded, all of 
which was false and unknown to your Complainant and your 
Complainant has at this time been unable to recover and have 
said deeds recorded: 
Your Complainant further represents unto your Honor that 
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he purchased from one, J. 0. Taylor of King William, Vir-
ginia, one 1938 Dodge Coupe and which said Automobile was 
paid for by your complainant and titled in the name of the 
Defendant. purely.1 for the reason that the license on the Ply-
mouth Coupe, which was traded in, was in the name of the 
Defendant and that said Automobile is the property of your 
Complainant. 
IN TENDER CONSIDERATION WHEREOF, forasmuch 
as your Complainant is remediless in the premises save by 
the aid of a court of equity where such matters are solely 
cognizable, your Complainant prays that Myrtice Sprinkle, 
also known as Myrtice Campbell, be made a party Defendant 
hereto and required to answer the same, but not under oath, 
the oath being hereby expressly waived, that 
page 459 ~ proper process be issued, that the marriage be-
tween the Plaintiff and the Defendant, which oc-
curred on October 20, 1930, is decreed null and void; that the 
Defendant be required to deliver and turn over to your Com-
plainant, the deeds to the 1·eal estate herein above described, 
as well as, the title to the Automobile herein above described, 
as well as, the title l? the Automobile herein above described, 
and upon her failure to so do, that a Special Commissioner 
be appointed for the purpose so to do. And that your Com-
plainant be granted such further, other and general relief in 
the pr.emises as the nature of his cause may require or to 
equity shall seem meet. 
And your Complainant will ever pray, etc. 
(Signed) T. 0. CAMPBELL . 
• TAMES C. P .A:GE, Counsel. 
page 460 ~ Virginia : 
In the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond. 
T. 0. Campbell, Complainant, 
'l). 
Myrtice Sprinkle Campbell, Defendant. 
A.i~SWER. OF :MYRTICE SPRINKLE CAMPBELL. 
Your respondent, Myrtice Sprinkle Campbell, for answer 
unto a Bill of Complaint exhibited against her by the com-
plainant in the above-styled suit, or to so much thereof as slle 
is advised it is necessary to answer, answers and says: 
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1. That she admits that she was married to one William 
Vernon Sprinkle and that on the 27th day of January, 1930, 
under the advice of her attorney, who is the complainant in 
this suit, she filed a Bill of Complaint for a divorce from the 
bonds of matrimony from the defendant William Vernon 
Sprinkle upon the grounds of desertion, in the Hustings 
Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, and proceeded 
against said ·wmiam Vernon Sprinkle by order of publica-
tion. 
2. She also admits that she was married to the complain-
ant, T. 0. Campbell, on the 20th day of October, 1930, and 
· has since lived with him as man and wife. 
page 461 ~ 3. The respondent is advised that Section 5108 
of the Code of Virginia providing that fifteen 
days shall have elapsed after an order of publication before 
any depositions may be taken was in effect at the time her 
divorce was granted, but further states that said section 5108 
was amended by the ..:\.cts of the General Assembly of 1938, 
Pag·e 111, which provides that all divorces heretofore granted 
in suits in which the defendant was proceeded against by Or-
der of publication which required the defendant to appear 
within ten days after due publication thereof and in which 
depositions were taken in '' less than fifteen days but not less 
than ten days after such publication are hereby validated 
and declared to be binding upon the parties to such suit''. 
4. Your respondent further shows that in the divorce pro-
ceedings of Myrtice Sprinkle v. William Vernon Sprinkle in 
the .Hustings -Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, the 
order of publication was entered on January 28, 1930, and 
published January 30th, February 6th, 13th and 20th, 1930, 
and that the depositions were taken on March 10th, 1930, and 
filed March 11, 1930, which was ten days after the completion 
of the order of publication. 
5. Your respondent further shows that her husband Wil-
liam Vernon Sprinkle obtained a divorce from her on the 
5th day of October, 1928, in the Common Pleas Court of Clin-
ton County, Ohio, which will be more fully shown 
page 462 ~ by certified copy hereto attached and prayed to 
be read as a part of respondent's answer. 
6. Your respondent further says that the complainant, 
T. O. Campbell, who was then her attorney, was informed 
by your respondent of this divorce at the time of the insti-
tution of the suit in the Hustings Court, Part II, but that 
said Campbell advised your respondent to proceed here in 
order that there would be no question about a divorce being 
obtained in another state. 
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7. That your respondent paid the complainant a fee for 
obtaining this divorce in the Hustings Court, Part II, of the 
Citv of H,ichmond, and had no reason to believe that he 
wotild not comply with the law in obtaining· same. 
8. Your respondent further denies that the property desig-
nated as 1211 Amherst A:venue, and 120% acres in Henrico 
County belonged to the cmmplainant, but states that 1211 Am-
herst Avenue was given to your respondent by the complain-
ant as a wedding present, and at the time of the purchase 
of 120% acres in Henrico County the complainant made a 
present of said property to your respondent. That all of said 
property is the property of your respondent and. that com-
plainant has no interest in same. 
And now having fully answered your respondent prays to 
be hence dismissed with her costs hi this behalf expended. 
MYRTICE SPRINKLE CAMPBELL. 
page 463 ~ CERTIFIED OOPY OF ,J,OURN.A.L ENTRY. 
Common Pleas Court, Clinton County, Ohio. 
At the October, 1928, Term of said Court, the following 
proceedings were had on the 5 day of October, 1928, to-wit: 
W. V. Sprinkle, Plaintiff, 
v. 
Myrtice M. Sprinkle, Defendant. 
August 28, 1939. 
No.12831. 
And now comes the said plaintiff, by I. Q. Jordan, attor-
ney, and the defendant having been summoned by publica-
tion, the Court finds that the defendant is in default for an-
swer or demurrer to the petition, thereby confessing the al-
legations thereof to be true. The Court also finds that plain-
tiff, at the time of filing said petition, had been a resident 
of the State of Ohio for one year next prior thereto, and was 
at the time of filing· i:mid petition and for a.t least thirty day 
immediately preceding the same, a bona fide resident of this 
County of Clinton, and that the parties hereto were married 
on or about the 5 day of Oct., 1917, as in said petition set 
forth. 
The Court further finds, upon the evidence adduced, that 
the defendant has been guilty of Wilful absence from plain-
tiff for more than 3 years last past, and by reason thereof 
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the plaintiff is entitled to a divorce as prayed for. 
page 464} It is therefore ordered and adjudged· by the 
Court that the marriage contract herefore exist-
ing· between the said W. V. Sprinkle and Myrtice M. Sprinkle, 
be, and the same is hereby dissolved and both parties are re-
leased from the obligations of the same. 
It is further considered by the Court, and it is ordered that 
the plaintiff pay the costs of this prosecution. 
The State of Ohio, 
Clinton County. 
Common Pleas Court. 
I, the undersigned, Clerk of the Common Pleas Court 
within and for said County, and in whose custody the Files, 
Journals and Records of said Court are required by the Laws 
of the State of Ohio to be kept, do hereby certify that the 
foreg·oing is taken and copied from the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of said Court, that it has been compared by me with 
the original entry on said Journal, and that the same is a 
true and correct copy thereof. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereunto subscribe my 
name officially, and affix the seal of said Court, at the Court-
house, in Wilmington in said County this 28 day of August, 
1939. 
LEO WELTZ, 
Clerk of Court of Common Pleas. 
By BLANCHE GREGORY, Deputy. 
page 465 ~ Virginia : 
In the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond. 
Temple Overton Campbell, Plaintiff, 
v. 
Myrtice May Campbell, etc., Defendant. 
FINAL DEOREE. 
This cause which has been regularly matured at rules, 
docketed and set for hearing, caine on this day to be heard 
upon the bill of complaint and the answer filed thereto as well 
as the exhibit filed with said answer, and was arg·ued by coun-
sel. 
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ON CONSID~_RATION WHERE.OF, the Court, being of 
opinion that the marriage entered into between the plaintiff 
and the defendant is a valid and subsisting marriage, doth 
adjudge, order and decree that the said marriage, be and the 
same is hereby declared valid and of all legal effects, in law 
or otherwise. 
It further being rep1·esented to the Court that there is now 
on deposit to the credit of this Court in this cause in the 
Southern Bank & Trust Company of the City of Richmond, 
Virginia, the sum of Fifty Dollars and Fifteen ($50.15) cents, 
the Court doth upon the joint motion of the plaintiff and the 
defendant, in person, direct that Walker C. Cottrell be and 
he is hereby appointed a Special Commissioner for the pur-
pose to draft upon said sum of Fifty Dollars and 
page 466 ~ Fifteen ( $50.15) Cents upon a certified extract of 
this decr~e in favor of Myrtice May Campbell and 
T. 0. Campbell, jointly. 
The Court doth further adjudge, order and decree, upon 
the joint motion of the plaintiff and the defendant in person, 
that this cause be dismissed and stricken from the argument 
docket and the papers herein filed and preserved among the 
ended causes of this Court. 
page 467 ~ The following extract. from the proceedings of 
the Virginia State Bar, Third District Committee, 
in, re Complaint against Temple 0. Campbell, was read by the 
Court in its deliberation: 
:Mr. Gary: M:r. Campbell wants to make a statement. 
The ·witness: I want to make this statement ot you gentle-
men. I think probably I am a \jctim of circumstances. I 
think maybe I am wrong, you gentlemen might th.ink that I 
am wrong, in saying so. In 1928 Mr. Frank S. Richardson and 
1\fr. Gordon Arthur and myself were at the Richmond Hotel. 
We were drinking. It was deep snow on the ground. I think 
it was in February. I called up this supposed-to-be Mrs. 
Campbell now. She sent a bellhop up there for a dime for 
the 'phone call. 
By the Chairman: 
Q. Was she working at the hotel? 
A. She was working at the hotel as a telephone operator. 
Then she found out where I was, and she kept on calling me 
up at that room. I had my Chevrolet Coupe-
Mr. Finnigan: I just want to say I do not know what is in 
this statement. 
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A. vVell, I just want them to know all. I had this Chevro-
let coupe parked out in front, where Mrs. Cook's restaurant 
used to be, or, better, where the cafeteria used to 
page 468 ~ be. It was in the snow. I reckon the snow had 
been scraped off the street. So she hounded me, 
so I agreed to meet her, which I did. I took her up here on 
West Broad Street by Connie's, where the confectionery was. 
That was during the prohibition days. Got a quart of that 
sacramental wine. Got her a rye bread sandwich. .She took 
me on out to Bryan Park. She had the sandwich. She drank 
the quart of wine. I drank part of it. I don't give her credit 
for drinking it all. Came b.ack by her apartment, the Merlin, 
on West Franklin Street. Wasn't nothing for her to do but 
to undress me and bathe me. 
Q. She undressed you and bathed you? 
:Mr. Finnigan: I cannot see what the relevancy is. 
The Chairman: I think he is entitled to make any state-
ment he wishes. 
Mr. Finnigan: It is over my advice. 
Q. As I understand, she took you to her apartment before 
you were married¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And undressed you f 
A. ~i.:,essed me, plJ.t, me in the b0d,.JYJd ~e. She 
kept; in the M.erlm Apartments until she moved to 2721 
West Grace Street. Then we went over there. 
Q. Then you mean you lived with her there? 
. A. I live with her there yes, sir sh 
page 469 ~t tblifit ivt~\o am going re ate it. The 
u as go me out. So I tried to get. away 
from her in every way, shape and form before I ever filed 
suit for divorce, a.nd she said: "If you l~ave here, I am 
going to tell your mother." And I had to much respect for 
my mother to let her know any such thing. 
page 470 ~ It is further stipulated by counsel that Temple 
0. Campbell filed the following suits in the Hust-
ings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, Virginia, and 
proceeded against the defendants as non-residents: 
E'lla Sharpham v. Albert Sharpham 
Bill filed Sept. 21, 1937 
Depositions filed Nov. 19, 1937 
"\Vitnesses: Ella Sharpham and Mrs. N. P. Pagels 
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William L. Ross v. Alice Devinney Ross 
Bill filed Oct. 9, 1937 
Depositions filed Nov. 19, 1937 
Witnesses: "William L. Ross and Virginia Sprague 
Liicille Rossi v. Maurice Rossi 
Bill filed Sept. 26, 1938 
Dismissed on complainant's motion 
and this stipulation shall be in lieu of the exhibits embodying 
all the papers in the said cases. 
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Certificate No. 1. 
The foregoing transcript of the eYidence on behalf of the 
plaintiff and of the defendant respectively, as hereinbefore 
denoted, is the evidence aud all the evidence which was intro-
duced, including all incidents and proceedings of the trial 
and stipulations of counsel reported in said transcript. 
Teste: This 8th day of May, 1941, after due notice in writ-
ing as required by law. 
R. T. WILSON, Judge. 
ROBERT "\V. ARNOLD, Judge. 
FRANK T. SUTTON, JR., Judge. 
page 472 ~ I, Luther Libby, Clerk of the Law and Equity 
Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true transcript of the 
record in the matter in which the Third District Committee 
of Virginia State Bar is complainant and Temple Overton 
Campbell, defendant, and that the said Third District Com-
mittee of Virginia State Bar bad due notice of the intention 
of the said Temple Overton Campbell to apply for such tran-
script. 
Witness my hand this 2d day of June, 1941. 
LUTHER LIBBY, Clerk. 
Fee for record $175.00. 
M. B. WATTS, C. C. 
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